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Growing socialist problem
Regarding your article “Suckish Social-
ism” by Alex Newman (October 10 issue), 
the great leader Jesus emphasized to his 
disciples to provide service rather than 
seeking a quest for power, in Matthew 
20:24-28. The socialist infection in Amer-
ica is rooted in a narcissist infestation, as 
our leaders are addicted to power rather 
than providing service to constituents as 
Jesus suggested.

A thirst for power causes narcissists 
to be attracted to politics like a magnet. 
Eventually all or most of the leadership 
positions in government become clogged 
with narcissists such as Hillary Clinton, 
Paul Ryan, Mitch McConnell, and Presi-
dent Barack Obama.

The implementation of the income tax, 
the creation of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, and the evolution of Congress from 
a part-time into a full-time body created 
an environment for the narcissist infesta-
tion to become fatal. Narcissist politicians 
view the solution to every problem as the 
creation of another federal agency, owing 
to the need to have the center of power 
under their control in Washington. In turn, 
there is a tendency to appoint clones of the 
narcissist politician or former politicians 
to the heads of the federal agencies.

The heads of the federal agencies then 
lavish grant money to bribe local politi-
cians and crony businesses into support-
ing and lobbying to expand the federal 
agency, with the Federal Reserve creating 
an elaborate debt-creation scheme to allow 
explosive growth of this socialist monster.

The socialist Ponzi scheme will eventu-
ally implode as it did in Greece, since the 
top-heavy government will become too 
expensive and tie businesses in so much 
red tape that children can’t even set up 
a lemonade stand. Idiotic decisions are 
made that sink the country since the lead-
ers rarely listen to the people who are clos-
est to problems.

Gary Woodburn
Sent via e-mail

slavery re-imagined
The late President Ronald Reagan once 
said, “Government has a tendency not to 
solve problems, but merely to re-arrange 
them.” For instance, the U.S. Constitution’s 
13th Amendment did not abolish slavery in 

America. There are now just different types 
of slavery, such as tax slavery (i.e., govern-
ment is forcing us to pay taxes to pay for 
laws, policies, and programs that are clearly 
unconstitutional, confiscating our labor) 
and restrictions on liberty from our masters. 
I can think of 10 examples:

1) Forced subsidies and bailouts of 
crony capitalist private industries. The 
Constitution authorizes Congress to spend 
tax monies only to promote the “general 
welfare” of the nation, not the welfare of 
special-interest groups and entities.

2) Forced Christian accommodation of 
homosexuals in contravention of Christian 
biblical doctrine.

3) Forced foreign aid to Islamic govern-
ments and regimes, in violation of the U.S. 
Constitution’s First Amendment religious 
establishment clause.

4) Continuation of the Patriot Act, in 
violation of the U.S. Constitution’s Fourth 
Amendment.

5) Continuation of any and all execu-
tive orders of the president that usurp the 
legislative authority of Congress, which is 
the common Americans’ voice in decision 
making.

6) Federal government financing of 
education, authorization of which is not 
found in the U.S. Constitution, whether 
we use the schools or not.

7) Government confiscation of firearms 
from the citizenry, in violation of the U.S. 
Constitution’s Second Amendment.

8) Forced public purchase of an Obama-
Care health plan, authorization of which is 
not found in the U.S. Constitution.

9) Forced public submission to govern-
ment policies recognizing various forms 
of sexual aberrations and perversion. Ex-
istence of sexual categories beyond male 
and female is not corroborated by science 
and this does not allow Americans the free 
will to decide on their own. Also, social 
tinkering by government is not authorized 
by the U.S. Constitution.

10) Forced taxpayer support for govern-
ment pampering of illegal aliens. Sanctu-
ary cities not only cost money, but violate 
the U.S. Constitution’s 14th Amendment 
guarantees of equal protection of law for 
those foreign immigrants who came to 
America legally and played by our immi-
gration laws and rules.

LaWrence K. Marsh
Gaithersburg, Maryland
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Globalism-loving socialist António Guterres of Portugal, infa-
mous primarily for helping to engineer the massive tsunami of 
Islamic immigration into the West, has been officially selected as 
the next secretary-general of the United Nations. His prescription 
for what ails the world: more socialism at the planetary level, 
more power for the UN, more “global governance,” and more 
mass migration from the Third World to Western countries. In 
other words, more of the same extremism that already has the 
world and the West on the brink.

The UN General Assembly, dominated by unfree governments 

and dictatorships, confirmed Guterres for the job on October 13. 
The Portuguese bureaucrat, 67, was the socialist prime minister 
of Portugal before becoming the UN “High Commissioner for 
Refugees” in 2005. He also led the global tyranny-promoting 
Socialist International.

The Portuguese politician and bureaucrat will assume office 
in January of 2017. In his capacity as chief administrative officer 
of the UN, he will oversee almost 50,000 UN bureaucrats and 
counting. He will also help manage more than 100,000 scandal-
plagued UN “peacekeeping” troops, currently facing global criti-
cism for raping children around the world, trafficking sex slaves, 
slaughtering unarmed protesters and Christians, killing tens of 
thousands of Haitians with cholera, persecuting whistleblowers, 
and more — all with total impunity. The scandals have become 
so horrifying that even the U.S. Congress has threatened to with-
hold funds.

With yet another extremist espousing deadly and fringe ideolo-
gies such as socialism, open borders, and globalism on the world 
stage, it is past time for the United States to officially withdraw 
from the UN dictators club. Legislation already in Congress, the 
American Sovereignty Restoration Act (HR 1205), would accom-
plish that in one fell swoop. Then the dictators of the world can be 
free to select nutty socialists and globalists as their leaders — but 
not at the expense of U.S. liberties and wealth.

new un chief: Globalist, socialist, extremist

Saudi Arabia’s energy minister, Khalid al-Falih, asserted at the 
World Petroleum Congress in Istanbul on October 10 that he is 
optimistic that members of the OPEC cartel will agree on pro-
duction cuts at its meeting in late November, and that it isn’t 
“unthinkable” that as a result crude oil prices could rise to $60 a 
barrel by the end of the year.

Such a production cut, if it takes place (OPEC members are noto-
riously fickle about keeping solemnly pledged agreements), would 
be designed to push crude oil prices higher, but still low enough 
to keep “rivals from raising their output,” according to OPEC’s 
secretary-general following the September meeting in Algeria.

That’s going to be a trick, according to a conversation The 
neW aMerican had with a top official at Sanchez Oil and Gas 
Corporation located in Houston. According to that official, new 
technology keeps driving break-even points ever lower — so 
low that even his conservative company is looking at restarting 
some rigs. He said that OPEC tried to play a game with American 
producers by flooding the market and driving prices down so 
low that many of them would leave the field. “They hurt us,” he 
added, “but they also hurt themselves, perhaps more than they 
anticipated.”

That’s what caused the Saudis to miscalculate, according to the 
Sanchez oil executive: “They underestimated our ability not only 
to produce, but to produce profitably even at these lower levels. 
That caught them by surprise.”

He added that he wouldn’t be surprised to see oil back above 
$100 a barrel, but not in the immediate future. There’s just too 
much incentive for U.S. producers to put rigs back into operation 
at present levels. The problem then would be finding and hiring 
enough capable roughnecks to bring them back online.

saudi energy Minister: crude Oil at $60 not “unthinkable”
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The federal government can read every e-mail of every American 
without leaving any trace, an article published by the Observer 
reported September 23.

Clark D. Cunningham, the author of the Observer article, 
argues that the FBI’s case against Microsoft, Apple, and oth-
ers “brought the founders’ fight for liberty into the 21st Cen-
tury.” He used his experience in the law to read the file of the 
case and to analyze how the federal government’s position was 
completely contrary to the protections placed in the Fourth 
Amendment by the framers of the Constitution, and he came to 
the conclusion that “our basic liberties are threatened” by the 
Obama administration.

Basically, the facts of the case reveal that the FBI (and other 
federal agencies) has usurped the power to gain access to entire 
e-mail accounts from citizens of the United States without the 
slightest scrap of due process and without a warrant, as mandated 
by the Fourth Amendment.

The record of the case between the federal government and 
Microsoft contains the following statement: “An application by 
a federal law enforcement officer or an attorney for the govern-
ment requests the search of the following … property located in 
the Western District of Washington, the premises known and de-
scribed as the email account [REDACTED]@MSN.COM, which 
is controlled by Microsoft Corporation.”

In other words, the e-mail is not considered the property of the 
account holder, but the premises of Microsoft, Inc. So your e-mail 
may be seized, searched, and catalogued by the federal govern-
ment, and you will never know it happened, because according to 
the definitions of terms approved by the federal judges in the Mi-
crosoft case, you are not the owner of your e-mail; Microsoft is.

Americans jealous of the rights protected by the Constitu-
tion should be very interested in the proceedings in the Mi-
crosoft case. Should the federal government be permitted to 
continue collecting every e-mail from every American with-
out even the slightest conformity to constitutional protections 
against tyranny, then every American will be at once converted 
from citizen to suspect.

Federal agents can secretly read every e-mail of every american

In a September 26 report, the United Nations criticized the Unit-
ed States for making “no real commitment to reparations and to 
truth and reconciliation for people of African descent” and laid 
out plans to access financial resources of the country to fix that 
purported failure.

Specifically, the Working Group of Experts on People of Afri-
can Descent has been tasked with implementing a UN mandate 
aimed at “establishing a working group or other mechanism of 
the United Nations to study the problems of racial discrimination 
faced by people of African descent.” The group’s progress is to 
be reported to the United Nations Human Rights Council and the 
General Assembly.

This particular mandate of the global government-in-waiting 

is divided up into six activities that should be accomplished by 
2017, the last year of the Working Group’s authority to investi-
gate the plight of people of African descent.

Bottom line: The United Nations created this group in 2002 
to “gather all relevant information” from governments and non-
governmental organizations that will help them in eliminating 
“racial discrimination against Africans and people of African 
descent in all parts of the world.”

On September 26, U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations 
Human Rights Council Keith Harper reported that the UN’s 
Working Group “met with federal, state, and local government 
officials, judges and lawyers, members of Congress, police of-
ficers, academics, members of civil society, and hundreds of 
African Americans, in Washington, D.C.; Baltimore, Maryland; 
Jackson, Mississippi; Chicago, Illinois; and New York City.”

In the 22-page report of its investigation into the plight of the 
African-American, the Working Group lays out a blueprint estab-
lishing how it could enforce a climate of acceptance and equality 
for the black population in America.

Should these plans be put into practice, the United Nations 
would insinuate itself into every aspect of life, from the grocery 
store to the gas station. There is no part of human activity that 
would not fall under the purview of the globalists. None of 
these policies, however, would serve to reduce racial animosity 
in America. n

un pushes plan to Force americans to pay reparations for slavery
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pelosi again advises lawmakers to Vote now, Find Out later
“Let’s see how it works and let’s improve it.”
Having previously urged passage of ObamaCare “so you can find 
out what’s in it,” Nancy Pelosi now wants Americans to elect Hillary 
Clinton, who favors passage of a “single payer” plan so everyone can 
then discover how it will work.

Former cia director trashes  
FBi response to Hillary’s Mere “carelessness”
“To anyone who has actually had to protect the nation’s secrets, 
Hillary Clinton’s email setup as secretary of state was inconceiv-
able and her later explanations of it were incomprehensible. The 
judgment by FBI director James Comey that her handling of the 
emails was ‘extremely careless’ was, to the intelligence tribe, a huge 
understatement.”
In his op-ed piece appearing in the New York Times, Michael Hayden expressed amazement about 
what she did and how atrociously her serious misdeeds were handled.

researchers insist isis is losing clout
“Everyone who watches this is seeing the drop-off. They’re drop-
ping the utopian sales pitch they started with. And that’s hurting 
their recruiting pitch.”
An associate fellow at the International Centre for Counter-terror-
ism based at The Hague, J.M. Berger is also the author of ISIS: The 
State of Terror. He and his colleagues believe the number of foreign 
fighters within ISIS has shrunk to 20,000 from a high of 30,000.

russia deploying Fake planes and weaponry
“If you study the major battles of history, you see that trickery wins 
every time. Nobody ever wins honestly.”
A military engineer who directs a sleight of hand entailing fake 
deployments, Aleksei Komarov works with a hot-air balloon com-
pany that builds and places phony tanks, jet airplanes, and missile 

launchers wherever Russia’s military leaders want them to appear.

chess champion will withdraw if required to wear a Hijab
“I will not wear a hijab and support women’s oppression — even if it means missing one of the most 
important competitions of my career.”
The 2017 world championship will be held in Iran, where the Islamic dress code for women will be 
enforced. U.S. women’s chess champion Nazi Paikidze will not participate if she has to adhere to 
Islamic law.

Good Question!
“Why is it that Black liberals are always talking about fighting every-
one — except the drug dealers and gang bangers who are destroying 
their neighborhoods?”
Internet posting attributed to no one. 

Hillary clinton Bashes Bernie sanders’ supporters
“They are living in their parents’ basements. They feel that they got 
their education and the jobs available to them are not at all what they 
envisioned for themselves.”
The above remarks from Hillary Clinton were caught on tape. They 
ruffled Bernie Sanders and angered some of his young supporters 
who felt she considered them homebound freeloaders who can’t 
find a job. n

— coMpiLed by John F. McManus
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QuickQuotes

9

Nancy 
Pelosi

A
P

 Im
ag

es

J.M. 
Berger

Hillary 
Clinton

A
P

 Im
ag

es



Technology has been an overall benefit to humanity, raising living standards and 
creating more jobs than it has replaced. But with the coming robot revolution, that 
might be about to change.
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by John T. Larabell

San Francisco: the home of Haight-
Ashbury, the Golden Gate Bridge, 
and Pier 39; an icon of neoliberal-

ism and left-wing policies, homosexual 
activism, and countercultural movements. 
It’s also an incredibly expensive place to 
live that is becoming increasingly gentri-
fied by young urban tech-sector workers. 
Now, a new revolution is coming to the 
City by the Bay: a fully automated “gour-
met” fast-food restaurant opening at 680 
Folsom Street in the SoMa neighborhood.

Yes, you read that right. Imagine walking 
into a “fast-food” restaurant and ordering 
a burger using a tablet at the counter. Your 
burger can have practically any combina-
tion of fresh toppings you want, a variety 
of seasonings, a nice toasted gourmet bun, 
and — get this — a custom blend of gour-
met meat. Want beef and pork? No prob-
lem. How about beef and bison? Coming 
right up. You can even pick how lean or 
fatty you want the meat blend. No, this 
is not a fantasy: Momentum Machines 
of San Francisco has produced a burger-
making machine that can crank out nearly 
400 burgers per hour. It can do everything 
from grilling the patties, toasting the buns, 
loading on the toppings, and bagging the 
finished product all without human inter-
action. According to a Craigslist ad posted 
by the company, “This location will feature 
the world-premiere of our proprietary and 
remarkable new advances in technology 
that enable the automatic creation of im-
possibly delicious burgers at prices every-
one can afford.” The ad states that burgers 
“will be fresh-ground and grilled to order, 
served on toasted brioche, and accented by 
an infinitely personalizable variety of fresh 
produce, seasonings, and sauces.”

According to a 2014 Huffington Post ar-
ticle, Momentum Machines “plans to sell 
its invention to restaurants and, eventually, 
open its own chain to sell gourmet burgers 
at fast-food prices by eliminating the cost 
of paying line cooks. This, the company’s 
website claims, will ‘democratize access to 
high quality food, making it available to the 
masses.’” “Our device isn’t meant to make 
employees more efficient,” Momentum co-
founder Alexandros Vardakostas told the 
website Xconomy in 2012, “It’s meant to 
completely obviate them.”

We are now at a crossroads in the rela-

tionship between technology and human 
labor. Machines are now so advanced that, 
according to some experts, they are likely 
to replace a substantial portion of human 
workers in the next 20 or 30 years. Con-
sider this from a March 18 LA Times op-ed 
by Bryan Dean Wright:

A viral video released in Febru-
ary showed Boston Dynamics’ new 
bipedal robot, Atlas, performing 
human-like tasks: opening doors, 
tromping about in the snow, lift-
ing and stacking boxes. Tech geeks 
cheered and Silicon Valley inves-
tors salivated at the potential end to 
human manual labor.

Shortly thereafter, White House 
economists released a forecast that 
calculated more precisely whom Atlas 
and other forms of automation are 
going to put out of work. Most occu-
pations that pay less than $20 an hour 
are likely to be, in the words of the re-
port, “automated into obsolescence.”

In other words, the so-called 
Fourth Industrial Revolution has 
found its first victims: blue-collar 
workers and the poor.

The general response in working 
America is disbelief or outright denial. 
A recent Pew Research Center survey 
found that 80% of Americans think 
their job will still exist in 50 years, 
and only 11% of today’s workers were 
worried about losing their job to auto-
mation. Some — like my former col-
leagues at the CIA — insist that their 
specialized skills and knowledge can’t 
be replaced by artificial intelligence. 
That is, until they see plans for au-
tonomous drones that don’t require a 
human hand and automated imagery 
analysis that outperforms human eyes.

Human workers of all stripes 
pound the table claiming desperately 
that they’re irreplaceable. Bus driv-
ers. Bartenders. Financial advisors. 
Speechwriters. Firefighters. Um-
pires. Even doctors and surgeons. 
Meanwhile, corporations and inves-
tors are spending billions — at least 
$8.5 billion last year on AI, and $1.8 
billion on robots — toward making 
all those jobs replaceable. Why? 
Simply put, robots and computers 
don’t need healthcare, pensions, va-
cation days or even salaries.
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Man vs. machine: Throughout history, human workers have often resisted technological 
advances that they feared would make them obsolete. Shown here are Luddites smashing a loom 
in an English textile mill. Overall, technology has greatly benefited the common man, bringing 
more jobs rather than less. That could be changing, however.
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Sound scary? If what Wright writes is true, 
this could understandably be terrifying to 
many people. To get a deeper understand-
ing of this issue, we’ll take a look at the 
history of technology and human labor, 
the situation as it stands today, and what 
can be expected in the future.

Man vs. Machine
The relationship between technology 
and human workers has always been a 
mixed bag. Technology has nearly al-
ways brought advancements in standards 
of living for the majority of people, but 
in doing so, some human labor has al-
ways been replaced by that technology. 
This displacement of labor has not al-
ways been a bad thing, as new technolo-
gies have often led to jobs being created 
elsewhere. Let’s take a trip back through 
history and find out how increased mech-
anization has led to shifts in human em-
ployment, and what’s different with our 
situation today.

The invention of the printing press in 
1440 was an early technological game-
changer for human labor. While scribes 
were made obsolete, new jobs sprang up 
almost overnight as people were needed 
to run print shops, and all the ancillary in-
dustries supporting book production. Fur-
thermore, books, while still expensive by 

today’s standards, were within reach of the 
common man, whereas before, the hand-
copied manuscripts were prohibitively ex-
pensive for all but the wealthy.

The next great technological advance-
ment that led to massive shifts in human 
employment was in the realm of agricul-
ture. Strictly speaking, the very first tech-
nological advancements in agriculture 
involved the use of animal labor, such as 
horses or teams of oxen used for plow-
ing fields or turning mills, and this freed 
humans from backbreaking, unpleasant 
work. But as agriculture became more 
mechanized in the 19th and 20th centuries, 
animal labor was displaced, and increased 
efficiency meant fewer people were need-
ed on farms. In the 1800s, for instance, 
over 80 percent of Americans worked on 
farms in some capacity. Today, less than 
two percent of Americans work on farms. 
This massive shift in human capital, of 
course, was absorbed by the growing in-
dustrial and service economy.

Along with the shift in agriculture came 
a technological revolution in the textile in-
dustry. The industrial revolution saw the 
rise of power looms and other equipment 
that obviated much of the human labor 
involved in textile manufacture. In Eng-
land, this led to an uprising of displaced 
textile workers known as Luddites, hence 

the pejorative “Luddite” for someone in 
modern times who resists technological or 
other forms of societal advancement. The 
Luddites went so far as to destroy those 
very machines that took their jobs. Of 
course, industrialization opened up many 
new jobs for people, and the Luddites’ 
fears were largely unfounded. As an aside, 
there are almost no textile mills in Western 
countries anymore; they’ve all moved to 
poorer nations, mainly in Central America 
or Southeast Asia.

By and large, industrialization and its 
attendant advances in technology have 
always provided more employment and 
raised people’s standards of living, not 
the other way around. But is this about to 
change? Many fear that we are entering an 
era when technology has advanced to the 
point where machines are capable of doing 
so many tasks that are currently done by 
humans that there won’t be any “other 
jobs” for people to do. And what about 
building and servicing these machines? 
Again, most of that could soon be done by 
other machines, or a small number of very 
specialized human workers.

Amy Webb, a digital media futurist and 
founder of Webbmedia Group, predicts 
at least eight career fields are “ripe for 
disruption” very soon — most likely in 
the next 10 to 20 years. She points to toll 
booth operators and cashiers, marketers, 
phone-based customer service, factory 
workers, financial middlemen, journal-
ists, non-litigation lawyers, and telephone 
installation/maintenance workers as jobs 
that could be phased out soon.

University of Oxford researchers Carl 
Benedikt Frey and Michael Osborne es-
timated in 2013 that 47 percent of total 
U.S. jobs could be automated and taken 
over by computers by 2035. Said a March 
24, 2015 article for Tech Times regarding 
this prediction:

If you want to stay employed by then, 
you better think about a career shift 
into software development, higher 
level management or the information 
sector. Those professions are only at a 
10 percent risk of replacement by ro-
bots, according to Osborne. By con-
trast, lower-skilled jobs in the accom-
modation and food service industries 
are at a 87 percent risk, transportation 
and warehousing are at a 75 percent 
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Bon appétit: Fast-food restaurants are ground zero for robots replacing human workers. Shown 
is the Eatsa restaurant in San Francisco, where customers have no interaction with humans, but 
order from a virtual cashier and then collect their food from special cubby-holes. 

A
P

 Im
ag

es



risk and real estate at 67 percent. The 
researcher warns that driverless cars, 
burger-flipping robots and other au-
tomatons taking over low-skilled jobs 
is the way of the future.

There’s potentially a real problem on the 
horizon. Let’s take a more detailed look 
at what economists and tech experts say 
about the types of jobs that will be re-
placed, or are already being replaced, by 
machines.

Blue-collar Blues
Blue-collar, manual-labor jobs are obvious 
candidates for being replaced by machines 
in the near future. In fact, this has already 
happened to some extent, as robots have 
been used in assembly lines (think auto-
motive manufacturing) for a few decades. 
But as the capability of such industrial 
robots increases, so will their ability to re-
place more and more human laborers.

As we noted above, fast-food work-
ers will most definitely be some of those 
whose jobs are on the chopping block. As 
noted in the U.K. Mirror on May 25:

A former McDonald’s CEO warned 
that robots will take over staff jobs 
at the fast food empire — because 
it’s cheaper than employing humans. 
Ed Rensi has said that buying highly 
skilled robotics is a cheaper alterna-
tive than employing people on mini-
mum wage to work in the company’s 
worldwide restaurants. He warned 

that huge job losses are imminent, 
and commented that it would be 
“common sense” to replace humans 
in the workplace....

Rensi said: “I was at the National 
Restaurant Show yesterday [and 
looked] at the robotic devices that 
are coming into the restaurant in-
dustry. It’s cheaper to buy a $35,000 
(£24,000) robotic arm than it is to hire 
an employee who’s inefficient making 
$15 (£10.20) an hour bagging French 
fries. [A $15 minimum wage is] non-
sense and it’s very destructive and it’s 
inflationary and it’s going to cause 
a job loss across in this country like 
you’re not going to believe.”

He told FOX: “It’s not just going 
to be in the fast food business. Fran-
chising is the best business model in 
the United States. It’s dependent on 
people that have low job skills that 
have to grow. Well if you can’t get 
people [at] a reasonable wage, you’re 
going to get machines to do the work. 
It’s just common sense. It’s going to 
happen whether you like it or not. 
And the more you push this it’s going 
to happen faster.”

Along with service-sector jobs, manufac-
turing jobs will be among the hardest hit by 
the coming robot revolution. Again, these 
are mostly repetitive, low-skill labor jobs 
that lend themselves well to mechanization. 
In Chinese factories, robots are currently 
being brought in to replace human workers 

who are seeking higher wages. At a pro-
duction line based in Guangdong province 
for German optical system manufacturer 
Carl Zeiss AG, robots are being used for 
applying protective films, cutting, polish-
ing, and packaging — jobs that used to be 
performed by humans. What’s happening 
at the Carl Zeiss factory is illustrative of a 
larger trend in China. As MIT Technology 
Review observed April 26:

Countless manufacturers in China 
are planning to transform their pro-
duction processes using robotics 
and automation at an unprecedented 
scale. In some ways, they don’t re-
ally have a choice. Human labor in 
China is no longer as cheap as it once 
was, especially compared with labor 
in rival manufacturing hubs growing 
quickly in Asia. In Vietnam, Thai-
land, and Indonesia, factory wages 
can be less than a third of what they 
are in the urban centers of China. 
One solution, many manufacturers 
— and government officials — be-
lieve, is to replace human workers 
with machines....

The goal is to overtake Germany, 
Japan, and the United States in terms 
of manufacturing sophistication by 
2049, the 100th anniversary of the 
founding of the People’s Republic 
of China. To make that happen, the 
government needs Chinese manu-
facturers to adopt robots by the mil-
lions. It also wants Chinese compa-
nies to start producing more of these 
robots.

To ship all those robot-made Chinese 
products to the United States requires 
cargo ships and dockworkers at both 
ends. What about those jobs? Well, they’re 
being replaced by machines, too. For in-
stance, at TraPac LLC’s shipping terminal 
in Los Angeles, dozens of robots move 
shipping containers about, setting them in 
precise spots with little need for human in-
teraction. Despite strong opposition from 
longshoremen’s unions, other U.S. ports 
may soon follow TracPac’s example and 
become more automated, as many over-
seas ports have already done.

Robots are already being used to provide 
greater efficiency in warehouses. Amazon 
uses its Kiva Systems robots (to which the 

13Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today!

cheaper labor: China is no longer seen as the “cheap labor” market it once was. As factory 
workers in China’s industrial centers demand higher wages and more benefits, the Chinese 
government is moving quickly to automate manufacturing in the country. Robots won’t complain 
about wages and benefits.
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Internet retail giant has exclusive rights), 
and Locus Robotics has created a ware-
house order-picking robot that it says is 
superior to Kiva’s. In a warehouse in De-
vens, Massachusetts, owned by Quiet Lo-
gistics, Locus robots silently zip around a 
warehouse bigger than six football fields, 
transporting orders 24 hours a day with no 
need for lunch breaks, vacations, or a pay-
check. “We developed a system where the 
robots do all the walking,” Locus Robot-
ics CEO Bruce Welty told Tech Insider in 
February. “As retailers continue to exceed 
expectation around next-day shipping, 
they’re going to look to technology to help 
them provide an even faster turn-around,” 
Welty said. In some warehouse applica-
tions, Quiet Logistics being one of them, 
robots won’t replace any human jobs — 
yet. But one could imagine that as fewer 
humans are needed, fewer will be hired.

Some say that within a decade or two 
we could see fleets of driverless trucks 
on the road, guided by GPS navigation 
and onboard radar. Big companies are 
eager to streamline their shipping opera-
tions by cutting down on hours lost owing 
to human drivers, and are spending big 
money on R&D in the hope to ship their 
products using self-driving trucks. Take 
Walmart, for example. The retail giant is 
already developing “semi-autonomous” 
trucks that are mostly self-driving, only 
requiring a human driver to take the reins 
in heavy traffic or inclement weather. 
Semi-autonomous or even fully autono-
mous trucks are also being sought to miti-
gate a shortage of human truck drivers on 
the horizon.

In addition to driverless trucks, a future 
with electric-powered, self-driving cars 
functioning as “taxis” for people is not far 
from reality. In fact, the “big three” De-
troit automakers (GM, Chrysler, and Ford) 
are already rolling out self-driving cars, or 
“autonomous vehicles” (AVs) in limited 
markets for testing. All plan to have fully 
autonomous cars by 2020 or 2021. And 

the Europeans aren’t being left in the dust: 
Volkswagen, BMW, and Mercedes are all 
developing AV lines of their own.

Assuming any bugs and safety issues can 
be worked out, will there even be a market 
for such vehicles in the near future? There 
already is. Ride-hailing service Uber is cur-
rently offering self-driving cars in certain 
markets as part of a pilot program, with the 
goal to eventually axe all of its drivers in 
favor of AVs. Young entrepreneurial Uber 
drivers will probably not be too excited 
about that, but such is life. And Uber’s main 
competitor in the United States, San Fran-
cisco-based Lyft, plans to use self-driving 
cars for the majority of its rides within five 
years. To start with, such self-driving taxis 
will only operate at speeds up to 25 miles 
per hour in limited areas, and won’t operate 
in bad weather. That is, until the technology 
improves enough to allow them to operate 
in all conditions at higher speeds. Lyft co-
founder John Zimmer believes that person-
al car ownership, at least for city dwellers, 
will come to an end as using AV “taxis” 
quickly becomes a less-costly alternative 
to owning a vehicle.

white-collar woes
It’s not just blue-collar jobs that are 
being threatened. As Business Insider 
noted in May of 2015, “Artificial intelli-
gence and robots are not just challenging 
blue-collar jobs; they are starting to take 
over white-collar professions as well. Fi-
nancial and sports reporters, online mar-
keters, surgeons, anesthesiologists, and 
financial analysts are already in danger 
of being replaced by robots.” And as a 
March 16 article for Christian Science 
Monitor noted:

If you think being a “professional” 
makes your job safe, think again. The 
two sectors of the economy harboring 
the most professionals — healthcare 
and education — are under increas-
ing pressure to cut costs. And expert 
machines are poised to take over.

We’re on the verge of a wave of mo-
bile apps for measuring everything 
from your cholesterol to your blood 
pressure, along with diagnostic soft-
ware that tells you what it means and 
what to do about it. In coming years, 
software apps will be doing many 
of the things physicians, nurses, and 
technicians now do (think ultrasound, 
CT scans, and electrocardiograms).

Meanwhile,  the jobs of 
many teachers and university pro-
fessors will disappear, replaced by 
online courses and interactive online 
textbooks.
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Ride-hailing service Uber is currently offering self-

driving cars in certain markets as part of a pilot 

program, with the goal to eventually axe all of its 

drivers in favor of AVs.

Forget the forklifts: Human-operated warehouse pickers and tow motors are becoming a 
thing of the past as robots are filling those roles in warehouses. Shown here is a Kiva robot 
in an Amazon distribution center in Tracy, California. The Kiva robots move under stacks of 
“merchandise pods” and transport them through the warehouse to the shipping area.
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Leigh Watson Healy, chief analyst at mar-
ket research firm Outsell, has this to say 
about the capability of machines to make 
market predictions as financial advisors: 
“Now with machine algorithms and big 
data disrupting, stock and equity analysts 
will have to figure out what their value ad 
is going to be.” The fact of the matter is, 
machines are able to process so much data 
so quickly that they could theoretically 
make market predictions much better than 
human advisors. Particularly for many 
younger clients or others with simple in-
vestment needs, robo-advisors could very 
well be the wave of the future.

Regarding legal jobs, as noted in a 
2015 Fortune article, new software sys-
tems “use syntactic analysis and keyword 
recognition to comb through emails, texts, 
databases, and scanned documents to find 
those that one party in a lawsuit would be 
obliged to turn over to the other through 
the legal discovery process.” This, con-
ceivably, could replace associates and 
paralegals in law firms.

With such legal jobs being threatened, 
it should come as no surprise that writing 
and research jobs are also in danger of 
being automated. The Internet wiped out 
countless newspapers, and new technology 
could kill even more journalism positions. 
The next innovation will be algorithms that 
allow news outlets to automatically create 
stories and place them on websites with-
out human interaction. Robot journalists 
are already writing thousands of articles 
a quarter at the Associated Press. And it 
should come as no surprise that machines 
have the potential to be better researchers 
than humans, provided they are given the 
correct search parameters. The speed at 
which they are able to access data and the 
fact that they don’t get tired make them 
ideal researchers.

But what about the medical field? Sure-
ly this requires a great deal of hands-on, 
human-controlled interactions. Not so 
fast: Robots are already used in surgeries, 
and are able to perform operations with 
greater precision than human surgeons. 
A human surgeon controls the robot re-
motely, and in this way can “amplify” his 
or her surgical ability. According to the 
above-mentioned article in Fortune:

Johnson & Johnson’s Sedasys sys-
tem, already FDA approved, can au-

tomate delivery of low-level anesthe-
sia in applications like colonoscopies 
at [a] fraction of the cost of a dedi-
cated anesthesiologist. A doctor can 
supervise multiple machines at the 
same time to keep the human ele-
ment. IBM’s Watson, well known 
for its stellar performance in the TV 
game show Jeopardy!, has already 
demonstrated a far more accurate di-
agnosis rate for lung cancers than 
humans — 90 percent versus 50 
percent in some tests. The reason is 
data. Keeping pace with the release 
of medical data could take doctors 
160 hours a week, so doctors can’t 
possibly review the amount of new 
insights or even bodies of clinical 
evidence that can give an edge in 
making a diagnosis.

Pharmacists aren’t safe either. As Business 
Insider noted in 2012,

The [University of California, San 
Francisco] Medical Center recently 
launched an automated, robotics-
controlled pharmacy at two UCSF 
hospitals. Once computers at the 
new pharmacy electronically receive 
medication orders from UCSF phy-
sicians and pharmacists, the robotics 

pick, package, and dispense indi-
vidual doses of pills. Machines as-
semble doses onto a thin plastic ring 
that contains all the medications for 
a patient for a 12-hour period, which 
is bar-coded. The pharmacy system, 
which was phased in over the past 
year, so far has prepared 350,000 
doses of medication without error.

This is not to suggest robots will take all 
jobs. There will still be a number of things 
that robots will not be able to do as well as 
humans. For instance, jobs requiring cre-
ativity, “people skills,” or human interac-
tion will likely stay with human employees. 
Nurses, managers, salespeople, entrepre-
neurs, and artists come to mind. Unfortu-
nately, politicians won’t be done away with.

In truth, jobs will likely align themselves 
around several loci. There will be demand 
for hands-on, “caregiver” type jobs such as 
nurses, nursing home caregivers, physical 
therapists, massage therapists, etc. There 
will be opportunities for “creative” jobs 
such as artists, musicians, entertainers, ath-
letes, fiction writers, public speakers, and 
the like. “Managerial” jobs such as C-level 
corporate jobs and politicians will exist. 
Finally, “tech” jobs such as programmers, 
web developers, and software engineers 
will obviously be in demand.
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automation über alles: Self-driving cars and trucks are now reality, though not yet market-ready. 
Many economists predict that such vehicles will obviate the need for human drivers within the 
next couple of decades. Shown is a self-driving Ford Fusion hybrid developed by ride-sharing 
service Uber to eventually replace its human drivers.
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what does it all Mean?
So what will this Brave New World look 
like when machines do most of our work 
for us, and humans are needed for very 
few jobs? How will people even be able 
to buy all of the goods and services pro-
duced by these robot workers if they don’t 
have jobs to begin with? Naturally, many 
economists and futurists are suggesting 
that government will be the solution.

There have been talks of having gov-
ernment give every adult person a “basic 
income” regardless of their employment 
status or current income level. Some have 
suggested giving people a paycheck of 
more than $2,000 per month, just for being 
human. And where would this money 
come from? Why, the rich folks who own 
the companies that either produce or “em-
ploy” the machines that took the people’s 
jobs, of course. Since, as the argument 
goes, money will be concentrated in fewer 
and fewer hands if companies no longer 
have to employ people, those who ben-
efit from this arrangement should support 
those who have been displaced.

Some European countries have actu-
ally toyed with the idea over the last few 
decades, with Switzerland actually having 
a referendum on the issue in June. Under 

the proposed scheme of a Basic Income 
Guarantee (BIG), all Swiss adults would 
have received a monthly check of 2,500 
Swiss francs, or slightly over $2,500. Chil-
dren would have received 625 francs per 
month. The fiscally conservative Swiss 
roundly rejected the idea, with nearly 80 
percent voting against a BIG. As Charles 
Wyplosz, an economics professor at the 
Geneva Graduate Institute, remarked, “If 
you pay people to do nothing, they will 
do nothing.” Member of Parliament Luzi 
Stamm of the Swiss People’s Party voiced 
another concern: “Theoretically, if Swit-
zerland were an island, the answer is yes. 
But with open borders, it’s a total impos-
sibility, especially for Switzerland, with 
a high living standard.... If you would 
offer every individual a Swiss amount of 
money, you would have billions of people 
who would try to move into Switzerland.” 
But proponents of the idea aren’t giv-
ing up: They’ve vowed to keep pressing 
the issue, and keep having referendums, 
until it becomes a reality. The Dutch city 
of Utrecht, on the other hand, is experi-
menting with a basic income among its 
current welfare recipients. One-third of 
the recipients will receive welfare as cur-
rently administered, one-third will receive 

the welfare albeit with different rules, and 
the remaining third will simply receive a 
$1,000 check every month whether or not 
they even attempt to find a job. And Fin-
land will conduct its own experiment in 
2017, with 180,000 Finns set to receive a 
basic income of 500 to 700 euros a month.

The idea of a guaranteed basic income is 
nothing new. In fact, it has been proposed 
by progressives for more than a century. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. even suggested that 
some form of basic income would elimi-
nate poverty. Bill Gross of Janus Capital 
Group wrote for the Wall Street Journal 
in May, “Millions of jobs will be lost over 
the next 10-15 years,” and that the usual 
solutions to this problem won’t work any-
more. “Four years of college for everyone 
might better prepare them to be a contes-
tant on Jeopardy, but I doubt it’ll create 
more growth,” Gross contends. The former 
bond king recommends a “Universal Basic 
Income.” Gross points out that welfare al-
ready exists in other forms, such as food 
stamps and the earned-income tax credit. 
“If more and more workers are going to 
be displaced by robots, then they will need 
money to live on, will they not? And if that 
strikes you as a form of socialism, I would 
suggest we get used to it,” he said. Gross 
says it’s not a matter of “if,” but “when,” 
and the way to pay for it is, in his words, 
“helicopter money.” Yep, that’s right: Have 
central banks crank up the printing presses 
and start creating money to give to people, 
no strings attached.

Let’s move into the realm of the hypo-
thetical here and imagine an entire world 
where, say, 95 percent of the population is 
supported by a government income. Even 
if more than five percent of the populace 
could find employment, there would be lit-
tle incentive to do so. People would demand 
that government provide for their very ex-
istence. Government-provided food, enter-
tainment, housing, income, etc. would be 
akin to the Roman policy of “bread and 
circuses” for the poor. The glaring problem 
with this is the fact that government will 
effectively be a parent who controls every-
one’s life. The old adage, “He who pays 
the piper calls the tune” comes to mind. A 
society where a wealthy, property-owning, 
technocratic elite supports and cares for 
the masses would necessitate those elites 
“managing” society and the masses. After 
all, the masses would effectively become 
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Fix me up, doc: Robots have great potential as surgeons. They don’t get tired, don’t need to 
take breaks, and can operate with greater precision than human surgeons. Here a DaVinci robot 
operates on an Operation game board in a demo for high-school students. A single operator sits 
on the other side of the room, eliminating the need for a team of people.  
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the “property” of the elite. Bearing that in 
mind, such “management” would undoubt-
edly include management of the world’s 
human population.

Government-supplied “free” contra-
ceptives and abortions (heavily promoted 
by media and public schools, of course), 
adding sterilants to the municipal water 
supply or infertility-causing substances to 
food and/or vaccines, and even control-
ling the birth rate by fiat as in Communist 
China, have all been suggested as ways to 
limit, and reduce, world population. Far-
fetched? Perhaps, but one must admit that 
much of this is not outside the realm of 
possibility.

But what might happen if government did 
not get involved (as difficult as that might 
be to imagine)? A truly free market would 
find ways to keep people employed. More 
precisely, people themselves, acting out of 
their own rational self-interest, would find 
ways to get by, whether this means working 
as an employee at a “job” or something else 
entirely. Realistically, many people could 
revert back to being entrepreneurs produc-
ing small quantities of artisan, hand-made 
items such as crafts, tools, artwork, food, 
beer, clothing, etc. People could either pay 
or barter for such items. Such “niche” busi-
nesses already exist, to be sure, but more 
could flourish under an economy where 
machines do most of the mundane jobs for 

large employers that people currently per-
form now. Indeed, people could return to 
the days of being more self-reliant, grow-
ing their own food in either private or com-
munal gardens and raising small livestock, 
and bartering for items they don’t produce 
themselves.

If, for the sake of argument, half of all 
jobs in America were taken by machines, 
many people might choose to return to 
single-income households, with one par-
ent (typically the mother) staying home to 
raise the kids. In this scenario, becoming 
more self-reliant and producing artisan 
goods for sale or barter would certainly 
help to make ends meet, especially since 
inflation has made it very difficult for most 
American families to live comfortably on 
one income. Plus, having a parent stay at 
home would offer many families the op-
portunity to homeschool their children 
and give children experience in producing 
homemade crafts and goods. Education is 
becoming increasingly Internet-based any-
way, so keeping kids 
at home would not 
prevent them from 
having excellent 
educational oppor-
tunities. Of course, 
owing to the breakup 
of the “nuclear fami-
ly” in America, many 

households are already single-income be-
cause they are single-parent. Such situa-
tions would be difficult in a world of re-
duced human employment. But again, if 
people are allowed the freedom to act in 
their own rational self-interest, they will 
find ways to make it work. Human creativ-
ity knows no bounds, and when govern-
ment planners step out of the way and let 
people follow their desires and creativity, 
who can foresee what amazing new prod-
ucts, inventions, and jobs might emerge? 
And truly, this was the desire of the Found-
ing Fathers of our Republic: to have a na-
tion where a self-reliant people were free 
to use their creativity to pursue their own 
interests and desires. Such an attitude is il-
lustrated in a letter from John Adams to 
Abigail Adams, written May 12, 1780:

I must study Politicks and War that 
my sons may have liberty to study 
Painting and Poetry Mathematicks 
and Philosophy. My sons ought to 
study Mathematicks and Philosophy, 
Geography, natural History, Naval 
Architecture, navigation, Commerce 
and Agriculture, in order to give their 
Children a right to study Painting, 
Poetry, Musick, Architecture, Statu-
ary, Tapestry and Porcelaine.

So what will the future bring after the rise 
of the robots? The answer, really, depends 
upon whether or not government interferes. 
If people are allowed to use their own inge-
nuity and creativity, society and humanity 
in general could flourish, and indeed enter 
a true “golden age” of civilization. Or we 
could see the masses reduced to absolute 
servitude beneath a technocratic elite who 
control every aspect of human life. Sadly, 
if our current trajectory is not changed, the 
latter scenario seems most likely. This un-
derscores the need to restore and preserve 
our American system of constitutional lim-
ited government; humanity’s future literally 
hangs in the balance. n
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it’s not all bad: While technology is making many human jobs obsolete, some technological 
advancements, such as the small 3-D printers shown here, could offer great opportunities for 
people in the future. 3-D printing technology is within the reach of most American households, 
and it is getting cheaper. This could allow anyone to produce crafts and other items for sale right 
in one’s own basement or garage. 
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by Charles Scaliger

Every four years, Americans are 
treated to a tawdry, months-long 
spectacle pitting two typically (but 

not always) establishment-anointed candi-
dates against one another for the ultimate 
prize: a four-year stint as the “most power-
ful person on Earth.” That, at least, is the 
establishment media’s term for the presi-
dent of the United States. And it would 
have appalled the Founding Fathers and 
framers of the Constitution, who never in-
tended to create in the office of the U.S. 
presidency a magistracy far more power-
ful than the English monarchy they had 
only recently shaken off.

But the de facto reality of modern 
America is that the executive branch of 
the U.S. government has usurped an enor-
mous portion of government powers re-
served by the Constitution in its original 
form to other branches of the federal gov-
ernment or to state governments. The pres-
ident, for example, now sends U.S. troops 
into war at his personal whim, completely 
ignoring the constitutional stipulation that 

Congress issue a declaration of war first. A 
huge percentage of federal laws that con-
trol virtually every activity are issued in 
the form of federal regulations — which 
are created not by the legislative but by the 
executive branch of government, under 
the direction of the president.

The president also wields tremendous 
power with his authority to nominate Su-
preme Court justices — since the Supreme 
Court is regarded as a body whose deci-
sions cannot be appealed or overturned. 
Presidents from FDR to the present have 
tried to customize the court to their pre-
ferred ideology, and the court has re-
sponded by issuing a range of unpopular 
decisions, from abortion on demand to 
the recent vindication of ObamaCare, that 
have left ordinary Americans frustrated 
and angry. By all accounts, the will of the 
people is systematically ignored by Wash-
ington, and there appears to be nothing 
that can change this state of affairs. This 
is the reason that every presidential race 
has become the ultimate high-stakes battle 
of partisan wills; the winner — and his 
party — will wield enormous de facto (if 

not de jure) power over the affairs of the 
nation and the world, and has the ability, 
via Supreme Court appointments, execu-
tive orders, involvement in foreign wars, 
regulations, and many other powers now 
accorded to him, to shape the destiny of the 
nation decades after his term in office ends.

In recent decades, most of the power in 
government has migrated from Congress 
— the only part of the government truly 
elected by the people — to the two unelect-
ed branches of government, the executive 
branch and the Supreme Court. In particu-
lar, the power to legislate has largely been 
usurped by the executive branch via a nox-
ious system of federal regulatory agencies 
staffed by unelected bureaucrats wielding 
enormous, unaccountable power, and by 
an unelected Supreme Court that does not 
hesitate to legislate from the bench. The 
sheer volume and scope of federal regula-
tions promulgated every year far surpasses 
the number of laws passed by Congress.

In its original form, things were far dif-
ferent. The Founders intended Congress 
to be the most powerful branch of gov-
ernment, with the Senate representing the 

The president is presently considered the most powerful man on Earth, but our Republic 
was designed to give the president little power. This is how to restore power to the people.

Taking Back  
Presidential Power
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seat of power: Congress is and always has been 
the key to reining in the power of the executive 
and judicial branches and restoring constitutional 
government to Washington.
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interests of the states and the House of 
Representatives those of the people. The 
president was largely a caretaker. Bereft 
of any “bully pulpit,” “big stick,” or other 
tools of modern American autocracy, he 
largely acted under the direction of Con-
gress, which, in turn, carried out the will 
of the people and of the state legislatures. 
The executive branch as a whole was pri-
marily concerned with foreign affairs and 
with adjudicating dis-
putes between the states. 
Few Americans prior to 
the early 20th century 
had any contact with the 
federal government other 
than at the post office, 
and many would not have 
recognized the president 
had they passed him on 
the street.

Today, of course, the 
U.S. president is the su-
perstar of superstars, 
an elected Caesar who 
controls the destinies of 
billions, thanks to his as-
cendency over the U.S. 
military and economy. 
Small wonder that Amer-
icans focus all their com-
bative energies on get-
ting “their man” elected. 
In the modern American 
game of thrones, the 
presidency has become 
the ultimate spoils.

But there are constitu-
tional remedies for all of 
this. The Constitution has 
not yet been repealed or 
amended beyond recog-
nition — though there are 
many who are pushing to 
do just that, via a modern 
constitutional convention. 
And the Constitution pro-

vides a series of ingenious remedies, some 
of them all but forgotten, for the disfigure-
ment of our original checks and balances 
that generations of unscrupulous political 
elites have created. Here are a few of them.

cut the purse strings
No federal program can operate without 
funding, and on paper at least, the House 
of Representatives still holds the purse 

strings for the entire government, as the 
Founders intended it to. As the first clause 
in the Constitution, Article 1, Section 7, 
clearly stipulates, “All bills for raising rev-
enue must originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives; but the Senate may propose 
or concur with amendments as on other 
bills.” The House of Representatives, be 
it remembered, was designed to represent 
the voice of the people directly; this is why 
House members are reelected more often 
than any other officials in the federal gov-
ernment (every two years), and also why 
House members have the smallest con-
stituencies. To change the direction of the 
federal government, it is first necessary to 
change the House, and it just happens that 
it is the House where turnover is the high-
est and candidacy the easiest. The House 
being the largest elected body in govern-

ment, it is impossible for all 
House races to be controlled 
by special interests (although 
many of them certainly are).

All this being the case, 
the House is the first line of 
defense against an abusive 
and overweening executive 
branch. If the House refuses 
to authorize spending for a 
given bill, program, initia-
tive, or policy, it will not be 
funded.

What if the president ig-
nores Congress, and uses un-
authorized funds, as the Clin-
ton administration did in the 
1995 bailout of the Mexican 
government? In 1995, Presi-
dent Clinton, frustrated by 
Congress’ refusal to authorize 
an emergency bailout of the 
Mexican economy to the tune 
of tens of billions of dollars in 
loan guarantees, went ahead 
and did it anyway. These 
funds were taken from a then 
little-known fund controlled 
by the Treasury Department, 
the Exchange Stabilization 
Fund (ESF), which was cre-
ated in 1934 as part of the 
Gold Reserve Act, to provide 
emergency funds to shore up 
the dollar in the event of se-
vere foreign exchange fluc-
tuations. The ESF was made 
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Presidents from FDR to the present have tried to 

customize the Supreme Court to their preferred 

ideology, and the court has responded by issuing 

a range of unpopular decisions, from abortion on 

demand to the recent vindication of ObamaCare.

corruption in high places: Bill Clinton, one of the most corrupt presidents in 
U.S. history, who actually arranged for the transfer of restricted technology 
to the Chinese for campaign money, was only brought to heel when the 
House of Representatives impeached him. Although the Democrat-dominated 
Senate refused to convict him, it was a useful reminder of the power held by 
Congress to keep corrupt presidents in check.
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necessary by the United States’ departure 
from the gold standard, along with most 
other countries, during the 1930s. Absent 
the discipline and stability imposed by a 
precious-metal standard, currency values 
are prone to wild swings as governments 
engage in various inflationary policies. 
With the passage of decades, the central 
banks of the world have learned to coor-
dinate their inflationary policies in secret, 
but the ESF remains, and as of 2009, held 
more than $100 billion — enough to fund 
a significant amount of presidential finan-
cial and economic priorities, should Con-
gress demur.

Another clever way that the executive 
branch has discovered for circumventing 
congressional checks on funding is via 
Department of Justice lawsuits. This trick 
has been used to particular effect by the 
Obama administration, and it works like 
this: The Justice Department launches a 
lawsuit for perceived violations of federal 
regulations (bank regulations, for exam-
ple) against a well-heeled target or targets, 
and as part of the settlement, directs large 
payments to be made to selected special 
interests — for example, anti-bank activist 
groups. Hundreds of millions of off-budget 
dollars have been funneled to a wide pano-
ply of leftist activist groups in this way, in 
return for their support of Obama’s anti-
business policies. Of particular notoriety 
is the Obama administration’s recent dis-
posal of hundreds of millions in settlement 
monies from the likes of Citigroup, Bank 
of America, and JP Morgan, of which an 
appreciable amount was permitted, under 
Justice’s terms of settlement, to be “donat-
ed” to various activist groups that serve the 
Democratic Party’s interests. This money 
all belongs, in theory, to the Treasury, and 
therefore cannot be disposed of without 
Congress’ say-so. In fact, Article 1, Sec-
tion 9 of the Constitution anticipated the 
potential for executive monkeyshines with 
Treasury funds, stipulating that “no money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
consequence of appropriations made by 
law; and a regular statement and account 
of the receipts and expenditures of all pub-
lic money shall be published from time to 
time.” But that hasn’t stopped the Obama 
administration from using vast sums of ex-
tortion payments originating in legal set-
tlements to finance many left-wing NGO 
(non-governmental organization) allies.

The executive branch has devised and 
continues to devise methods to circum-
vent constitutional prohibitions on execu-
tive authority to raise money. For as one 
congressman closely allied with President 
Grover Cleveland is alleged to have told a 
fellow congressman who criticized one of 
his initiatives as unconstitutional, “What’s 
the Constitution between friends?”

But can Congress do anything about 
it? All executive expenditures, from the 
constitutionally dubious ESF to DOJ 
settlement monies, must originate with 
the Treasury — but, as the Constitution 
makes crystal clear, although the Trea-
sury pertains to the executive branch, 
its funds cannot be disbursed without 
congression al authorization. It is this 
stipulation, even more than the “origina-
tion” clause in Article 1, Section 7, that 
assigns the purse strings ultimately and 
unavoidably to Congress.

All Congress needs to do in cases of 
executive innovation, such as the creative 
use of DOJ settlement monies, is to pass 
a law clarifying constitutional limits on 
Treasury spending. In the case of the Ex-
change Stabilization Fund, it could simply 
legislate the unneeded entity out of exis-
tence, for example. In the case of the DOJ 
settlement slush fund, legislation outlaw-
ing such practices is already working its 
way through Congress.

The framers of the Constitution antici-
pated that the executive branch would seek 

to raise funds by going around Congress. 
This is why the Constitution makes plain 
that measures for raising revenue must 
originate in the House, and that no money 
may be spent from the Treasury except by 
congressional authorization. 

This congressional authorization ap-
plies not only to money raised by taxes, 
but to all other ways the government has 
to raise money. In the latter category the 
most traditional way, of course, is borrow-
ing money. Since the beginning of the Re-
public, this has been accomplished by the 
issuance of various “Treasuries,” financial 
instruments such as Treasury bonds that 
can be purchased by anyone wishing to 
loan money to the U.S. government in the 
hope of achieving a modest return upon 
maturation. The Constitution delegates the 
authority to “borrow money on the credit 
of the United States” to Congress in Arti-
cle 1, Section 8. Yet this power was quick-
ly delegated to the secretary of the trea-
sury upon ratification of the Constitution, 
in 1789, and has been carried out by the 
Treasury, ostensibly under congression al 
oversight, ever since. Today, all decisions 
made regarding the issuance of debt ema-
nate from the Office of Debt Management 
(ODM) within the Treasury. Congress 
takes little notice of the day-to-day opera-
tions of this office, which has broad dis-
cretionary power to issue as much or as 
little debt as it sees fit, constrained only by 
the congressionally mandated debt limit 
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contempt of constitution: President Obama, while perhaps not as personally corrupt as Bill 
Clinton, has shown Clinton’s same disdain for constitutional limits on his power, and disdain for a 
Congress that has been reluctant to support his many radical, unconstitutional initiatives.
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— which Congress raises as frequently as 
political pressure, mostly orchestrated by 
the executive branch, demands. In other 
words, even though the Constitution as-
signs responsibility for the issuance of 
debt — as with all other fiscal powers 
— to Congress, the legislative body has 
delegated almost all of its authority over 
the creation of debt to the executive, reas-
suring itself that its authority remains su-
preme as long as the constantly rising debt 
ceiling limits are respected. Added to this 
is the fact that a large part of U.S. Treasury 
debt ends up being monetized by the Fed-
eral Reserve, an entity under neither presi-
dential nor congressional control, whose 
financial activities are completely opaque 
to Congress and the president alike. In 
practice, though, the Fed is an ally of the 
executive branch, inasmuch as its “open 

market operations” (the purchase and sale 
of Treasury-issued debt on the secondary 
markets) has created a vast and constant 
demand for government debt that would 
not exist were private investors and for-
eign governments the Treasury Depart-
ment’s only customers.

Thus the executive branch may have 
little de facto authority to raise revenue 
directly, but it has come to enjoy — thanks 
to two centuries of congressional neglect 
— enormous and almost unchallenged 
de facto power over the issuance of debt, 
buttressed by the modern Federal Reserve 
System, and restrained only by occasional 
feeble congressional blandishments re-
garding the debt ceiling.

This is a much knottier problem than 
reining in executive abuse of Treasury 
funds. It will require nothing less than the 

repeal of the Federal Reserve Act of 1913 
and the re-assertion of congressional re-
sponsibility for the issuance of debt. The 
transfer of the ODM and its operations to 
full and constant congressional oversight 
via the congressional Ways and Means 
Committee would be a good start in this 
regard, as would the instatement of a ro-
bust, long-term debt ceiling. But the best 
measure of all would be to begin shrink-
ing the size and cost of government to 
within constitutionally mandated limits, 
and to pay down the massive debt that is 
now used as a political weapon to hold the 
entire country hostage — usually by am-
bitious, big-spending presidents and their 
allies in Congress.

Other remedies
But what if the president starts another 
war? War is a powerful political distractor 
and disincentive for dissent. The laws, as 
Cicero once observed, have a tendency to 
fall silent in times of war. In our time, the 
very waging of war has become a lawless 
act, since no U.S. president since FDR, at 
the onset of World War II, has gone to war 
authorized by a congressional declaration. 
The Korean, Vietnam, Persian Gulf, Iraq, 
and Afghanistan wars have all been waged 
by presidential edict, as have countless 
smaller military actions from the former 
Yugoslavia to Haiti to Panama to Libya, 
among many others. The constitutional 
authority to declare war, delegated to Con-
gress in Article 1, Section 8, has become 
all but a dead letter, not by direct repeal 
but by decades of congressional spineless-
ness and public apathy. For 15 years, the 
United States has been engaged in a series 
of international wars under the banner of 
a “War on Terror,” costing trillions of dol-
lars and thousands of lives, without a con-
stitutionally mandated declaration against 
any hostile power — and with no end in 
sight. Quite aside from the horrific human 
toll, the vaguely defined, open-ended War 
on Terror has created a constant rationale 
for more and more debt, mostly urged on 
a reluctant Congress and ever-more-hard-
beset American people by an executive 
branch energized by the prospect of war 
without end.

The solution to the executive war card 
is simple, but will require considerable 
political will: restore the congressional 
declaration of war as a check on the war-

Politics

In particular, the power to legislate has largely been 

usurped by the executive branch via a noxious 

system of federal regulatory agencies staffed 

by unelected bureaucrats wielding enormous, 

unaccountable power, and by an unelected 

Supreme Court.
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in harm’s way: Time and again, modern American presidents have sent U.S. troops, like these 
soldiers in Vietnam, into combat without a declaration of war, which the Constitution requires 
Congress to issue. Tens of thousands of Americans have died, and continue to die, in undeclared 
wars, from Korea to Iraq.
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making ambitions of the executive branch. 
This would include determining whether 
America’s seemingly endless involve-
ment in Middle Eastern broils is worthy 
of a declaration of war, and winding down 
our commitments in Iraq, Syria, Yemen, 
and Afghanistan once and for all if it isn’t. 
Such would not lead to instant relief from 
our gargantuan war debts, but it would be 
a huge step in the right direction, reducing 
the likelihood of future foreign wars for 
our descendants to die in and pay for.

How can we stop the growth of federal 
regulations by unelected bureaucrats? 
The easiest way would be for Congress 
to legislatively shut down and defund the 
departments and agencies that produce 
them. For decades, conservatives have 
vowed to close various executive branch 
departments, with the Department of Ed-
ucation a perennial favorite. But because 
of public apathy, such promises have not 
been kept.

What about the Supreme Court? An-
other area in which the executive branch, 
bolstered by a sympathetic majority in 
Congress, might seem unstoppable is in 
the matter of Supreme Court appointees. 
One of the major self-justifications of the 
Trump campaign has been that a President 
Hillary Clinton will stack the Court with 
ultra-liberal justices who will roll back 
the gains of the Scalia/Roberts court, en-
suring that abortion on demand continues 

and possibly overturning the recent ruling 
in favor of an expansive interpretation of 
the Second Amendment under the Dis-
trict of Columbia v. Heller. But the ac-
tions of the Republican-controlled Senate 
have already shown how such concerns 
can be exaggerated. The Senate notified 
President Obama after the untimely death 
of Justice Antonin Scalia that it would 
not consider any of his nominations so 
close to a presidential election. Despite 
withering pressure from Democrats and 
the kept media, Senate Republicans have 
been as good as their word — so far. Left 
out of the discussion, however, is that 
there is no constitutional stipulation on 
the number of Supreme Court justices, 
nor even that the number be odd to ensure 
a tiebreaker vote. The original Supreme 
Court had six justices, requiring that a 
tiebreaker be by a two-thirds majority 
(four out of six). Such a configuration 
was itself a powerful limit on the ability 
of the Supreme Court to impose its will. 
But there is nothing save perhaps an act 
of legislation that prevents the Supreme 
Court from returning to such an arrange-
ment — or to any other number of judges 
Congress might deem appropriate.

But aside from the number of justices, 
Congress possesses an even more power-
ful check against the Supreme Court. One 
of official Washington’s best-kept secrets 
is the fact that the Constitution provides, 

in Article 3, Section 2, for Congress to 
limit the appellate jurisdiction of the Su-
preme Court. The precise wording of this 
oft-overlooked provision is:

In all Cases affecting Ambassadors, 
other public Ministers and Consuls, 
and those in which a State shall be 
Party, the supreme Court shall have 
original Jurisdiction. In all the other 
Cases before mentioned, the supreme 
Court shall have appellate Jurisdic-
tion, both as to Law and Fact, with 
such Exceptions, and under such 
Regulations as the Congress shall 
make. [Emphasis added.]

In other words, Congress may pass legis-
lation instructing the Supreme Court that 
it has no jurisdiction over cases involv-
ing, for example, gun rights or abortion. 
In this way, a court deemed a threat to 
the body politic could be hamstrung. In 
practice, this option has seldom been used, 
and is almost never discussed in “respect-
able” Washington circles, because it poses 
a mortal threat to the legal hegemony the 
supremes have enjoyed for so long — usu-
ally to the advantage of Big Government 
and their cultural Marxist allies. Indeed, 
Congress might easily have gotten rid of 
ObamaCare by now if it had chosen this 
option instead of relying on the Supreme 
Court — which, of course, refused to find 
yet another Big Government program un-
constitutional.

if all else Fails?
From time to time, presidents (and Su-
preme Court justices) simply refuse to ac-
knowledge limits on their power, and per-
sist in defying the will of the people and 
the authority of Congress. In such cases, 
there is one final recourse: impeachment 
and removal from office. Congress has 
been reluctant to exercise this option, but 
were it used more freely, presidents and 
Supreme Court justices would be much 
more leery of abusing their powers.

In short, there is an array of options 
available to keep the executive and ju-
dicial branches from running roughshod 
over Congress and the American people. 
The only thing required is better under-
standing of the Constitution’s intricate 
checks and balances and the political will 
to put them into effect. n
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supreme limitation: Although most Americans believe a Supreme Court ruling to be the 
inviolable law of the land, the Founders gave Congress a very powerful, and almost unknown, 
check on the Supreme Court: the authority to limit its appellate jurisdiction. This means that 
Congress could pass a law anytime it wanted to deny the court jurisdiction over any class of case 
where its judgment might be suspect, like abortion or gun rights.
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by Selwyn Duke

Hope and change! Forward! Get 
with the times! But which direc-
tion is forward, and which “times” 

shall we get with? Too often the latter 
might as well now mean the New York 
Times, but glossed over is that people 
change the times; the times do not change 
the people. So, translated, the admonition 
to “Get with the times” really means “Go 
with the herd.” And often overlooked is 
whether that herd is heading for greener 
pastures or the slaughterhouse.

This brings us to the matter of liberal-
ism and conservatism, the two, suppos-
edly, dominant and opposing ideologies 
of our time. But what if, as much as being 
in opposition, they’re also two sides of the 
same coin? What if they are not so much 
ideologies as they are processes? And 
what if these processes ensure the destruc-
tion of civilization?

Let us begin by analyzing what these 

two “isms” actually are. Oh, everyone has 
his own definition of conservatism, with 
neoconservatives, paleoconservatives, 
“crunchy conservatives,” fiscal conserva-
tives, social conservatives, and others all 
claiming real-McCoy status. And consid-
ering other places and the past paints an 
even more confusing picture. In the 1950s 
United States, a conservative was staunchly 
anti-communist, à la Joe McCarthy. But at 
the same time in the Soviet Union, a con-
servative was a communist; a liberal in that 
evil empire was someone who sought the 
Marxist state’s reform. Of course, many will 
counter that such application of this termi-
nology is the work of media liberals and is 
much like calling Iran’s Muslim theocracy 
conservative (which is also done). Yet the 
entire Western political world bears witness 
to “conservatism’s” ever-shifting and un-
identifiable boundaries. Western European 
conservatives are akin to our liberals, a good 
example being ex-prime minister of Britain 
David Cameron, who was “proud” of his 

nation’s 2014 acceptance of faux marriage 
and is tolerant of abortion; he and other 
Euro-cons also accept socialized medicine 
and statism in general. Moreover, even the 
headline-making, anti-establishment fig-
ures such as France’s Marine Le Pen and 
Holland’s Geert Wilders are socially quite 
“liberal” and distinguish themselves mainly 
by striking a nationalist, anti-Muslim-im-
migration tone. This, mind you, also epit-
omizes Donald Trump. I dubbed him our 
first “European-conservative” presidential 
candidate in January, and the Russian Times 
echoed this just over a month later in stating 
that he desired an “‘American-first’ version 
of European nationalism.” No doubt. And 
as our country drifts away from its Christian 
foundation and becomes more like über-
secular Western Europe, our prominent 
“conservatives” start to resemble Western 
Europe’s variant of “conservatism,” and our 
battles, its battles.

The same, of course, applies to “liber-
alism.” Its policy proposals change from 
time to time and place to place, with, for 
example, yesterday’s liberals (rightfully) 
opposing laws against mixed-race mar-
riage and today’s liberals (wrongly) advo-
cating laws recognizing mixed-up “mar-
riage” (the same-sex pseudo-variety).

So how can all these manifold, shape-
shifting conceptions of “liberalism” and 
“conservatism” be reconciled? Simply 
by accepting the terms’ only consistent 
definitions:

Conservatism involves the desire to 
“conserve” the status quo.

Liberalism involves the desire to change 
the status quo.

Thus, as the status quo changes, so do 
the provisional positions of the day’s liber-
als and conservatives. This has been rec-
ognized early and often. Just considering 
conservatism, British historian Keith Feil-
ing expressed approximately a century ago 
that it “is not so much a fixed programme as 
a continuing spirit” (as paraphrased by Pro-

Since liberalism strives to change the status quo — often successfully — and conservatism 
tries to maintain present standards, conservatives “conserve” liberals’ bad changes.
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fessor F.J.C. Hearnshaw). Political theorist 
Russell Kirk wrote, “Strictly speaking, con-
servatism is not a political system, but rath-
er a way of looking at the civil order. The 
conservative of Peru … will differ greatly 
from those of Australia, for though they 
may share a preference for things estab-
lished, the institutions and customs which 
they desire to preserve are not identical.” 
And as WorldNetDaily.com founder Joseph 
Farah put it in his 2002 piece “WHY I’M 
NOT A CONSERVATIVE,” conservatives 
merely “seek to conserve something from 
the past — institutions, cultural mores, 
values, political beliefs, traditions.” Thus, 
while Kirk described conservatism as an 
“anti-ideology,” it perhaps is better de-
scribed as a process — of, again, aiming 
to preserve the status quo. And liberalism 
is that process of trying to change it. But 
what happens when, as Farah put it, people 
“are forever on the defensive” and act as if 
“a victory is holding back attacks on liberty 
or minimizing them”?

compromising Our way to perdition
Wars are not won by being defensive; the 
side that wins territory is the side that seeks 

it, not the side that merely compromises on 
what is sought. But what ever and always 
happens in liberal-conservative confronta-
tions? The liberals come to the bargaining 
table demanding a change. As for the con-
servatives, it’s as if they embrace the philos-
ophy the opportunistic leper espoused in the 
film Braveheart: “It is exactly the ability to 
compromise that makes a man noble.” Oh, 
in many cases conservatives are just nice 
guys willing to meet the other side halfway, 
but, as is said, “Nice guys finish last.” And it 
doesn’t matter if liberals are met halfway or 
given 30 percent, 20, or even just five per-
cent of what they demand during a given ne-
gotiation. For they will be back, next month, 
next year, or sometime later, again and 
again, asking for more of the same change 
like a spoiled child who’ll never take “no” 
for an answer. And they’ll get a crumb here, 
a bite there, and a slice somewhere else until 
they have the whole loaf.

As an example, when liberals started 
agitating for faux marriage, many conser-
vatives offered “civil unions” as a middle 
ground. It was always obvious to keen ob-
servers, however, that the homosexuality 
lobby would never be satisfied with these 

thrown crumbs and would be back for 
more — and they got more. And all the 
while, as I pointed out in “The Slippery 
Slope to Pedophilia” (The neW aMerican, 
October 7, 2013), a liberal vanguard was 
already working to legitimize pedophilia 
(and bestiality, for that matter), using the 
same arguments the homosexuality lobby 
introduced decades ago.

As for faux marriage, though, it’s not 
just that usurpative social engineers pos-
ing as judges ruled for it, most notably 
in the Supreme Court’s 2015 Obergefell 
v. Hodges decision; it’s that conservative 
governors and other politicians rolled 
over, again accepting the status quo of 
judicial supremacy (extra-constitutional 
though it is) and proclaiming faux mar-
riage “the law of the land,” thus accepting 
the related status quo that confuses rulings 
with law. For abiding by the status quo is 
what conservatives do — even when that 
status quo is a logical no-go.

Of course, “Politics is the art of the 
possible,” observed Otto von Bismarck, 
and politics is downstream of culture. 
Given this, many could rhetorically ask: 
With American opinion on faux marriage 
shifting from 57 percent opposed and 35 
percent for in 2001 to 55 percent for and 
only 37 percent opposed in 2016 (Pew Re-
search Center, May 12, 2016), what really 
is possible politically? Yet this is the point. 
Not only are ever more rank-and-file con-
servatives accepting faux marriage, but 
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not quite birds of a feather: Senator Joe McCarthy, Dutch politician Geert Wilders, and France’s National Front leader Marine Le Pen have all 
been described as “conservative.” But an ideological gulf as wide as the Atlantic Ocean separates the two Europeans from the late American, for 
conservatives are all creatures of their time and place.
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willing to meet the other side halfway, but, as is said, 
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they are simply too defensive and disen-
gaged to win culture wars. They like to 
live and let live, which is why, as Farah put 
it, “Conservatives, from my experience, 
do not make good freedom fighters.... It 
takes a radical agenda to defeat a radical 
agenda. Conservatives have no stomach 
for fighting — the kind of fighting it takes 
to restore real freedom to America” — and 
the morality that is its foundation.

This real fight is, again, in the cultural 
(and philosophical/spiritual) realm. Sure, 
conservatives have a greater sense of duty 
and may be more likely to vote than liberals. 
Ultimately, though, as much as being causes 
elections are results — the results of past-
to-present cultural change that determines 
whether a George Washington, a Hillary 
Clinton, or an Adolf Hitler can rise to power. 
Elections just make social change official.

And why are conservatives too often 
missing in action on the cultural battle-
field? One reason was well explained by 
philosopher G.K. Chesterton, who wrote, 
“All conservatism is based upon the idea 
that if you leave things alone you leave 
them as they are. But you do not. If you 
leave a thing alone you leave it to a torrent 
of change.” And is this not a rule of life? 
If you leave a car or house alone, sitting, 
it doesn’t remain pristine but degenerates 
into dilapidation. Civilization is no differ-
ent. Maintenance involves the application 
of energy — and raising up a land fallen 

from grace requires nova-like proactivity.
Yet it’s not just that conservatives are 

defensive, but that they often mistake 
holding actions for headway. Back when 
the people of one state after another were 
voting against faux-marriage recognition, 
I remember conservative pundits pro-
claiming the rejections a resounding victo-
ry for their “ism.” They missed the point. 
Consider: What if activists repeatedly 
proposed repealing the 13th Amendment 
and reinstituting slavery? If the measures 
were voted down but the slavery move-
ment continued its agitation unabated, 
would you consider this a great victory 
for abolitionism? Or would you conclude 
that the rearing of this once-settled issue’s 
ugly head suggested a twisted and trou-
bling cultural shift? If we not only weren’t 
even talking about faux marriage but also 
succeeded in, let’s say, convincing great 
numbers of citizens that marriage is an 
exclusively sacramental religious insti-
tution and that government shouldn’t be 
involved, that would be a true victory; 
marriage would have not have been de-
based but restored. Once the barbarians 
have reached and are repeatedly assailing 
your political gates, you’re far closer to 
vanquishment than victory.

But this is simply not how conserva-
tives instinctively view matters. Rather, 
conservatism can be likened to a defen-
sively magnificent young boxer — who 

never throws punches. After a particularly 
intense bout, he emerges from the ring, 
bruised and battered, with a blackened 
and cut eye, bloody lip, and broken nose. 
He then holds up his arms, and with a 
broad smile displaying two more missing 
teeth says, “Look, dad, this is my greatest 
victory ever! I blocked 90 percent of the 
punches today!”

Now, I realize I could end up a bruised 
and battered writer, as this is a sensitive 
subject and many good people identify as 
“conservative.” If you’re reading this and 
take offense, however, know that it prob-
ably doesn’t apply to you. Ask yourself, 
am I really a “conservative”? You’re not if 
you’re a constitutionalist, as constitution-
alism isn’t even remotely close to today’s 
statist status quo. “Was George Washing-
ton a conservative?” Farah asked. “No. 
He was a revolutionary.” If you yearn to 
restore the constitutional republic of the 
Founding Fathers’ dreams, you, like they, 
are not a conservative. You’re a rebel.

the engine and caboose  
of cultural change
So what is the real relationship between lib-
eralism and conservatism? It can be con-
ceptualized thus: The liberal change agents 
are like a train engine, pulling along the 
caboose of conservatives. Oh, sometimes 
the engine is more powerful or less so, the 
caboose lighter or heavier, providing more 
or less resistance, so the progress toward 
what is actually a precipice may be faster 
or slower. But the direction never changes. 
This movement is continual, if not con-
tinuous, yet the day’s conservatives always 
tend to like where they find themselves 
and will defend that position, though not 
very well. Late conservative icon William 
F. Buckley famously wrote that the con-
servative is someone who “stands athwart 
history, yelling Stop.” But the conservative 
is seldom more than a stop light, destined 
to turn green if one waits out the red, that 
emotion which inevitably wanes.

And what are conservatives defending, 
anyway? To quote Chesterton again, writ-
ing in the April 19, 1924 edition of the Illus-
trated London News, “The whole modern 
world has divided itself into Conservatives 
and Progressives. The business of Progres-
sives is to go on making mistakes. The 
business of Conservatives is to prevent mis-
takes from being corrected.” He continued, 
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conservatives embracing cultural change: The faux-marriage issue epitomizes well how an 
issue goes from liberal proposition to conservative supposition. While advocacy of it was once 
the domain of a liberal fringe, it’s now accepted by even some “conservatives”; in fact, former 
conservative British prime minister David Cameron has said that he’s “proud” of his nation’s 
acceptance of faux marriage.
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“Even when the revolutionist might himself 
repent of his revolution, the traditionalist is 
already defending it as part of his tradition. 
Thus we have two great types — the ad-
vanced person who rushes us into ruin, and 
the retrospective person who admires the 
ruins.” Does this not help explain how Re-
publicans, as many frustratingly complain, 
get elected and then do nothing to change 
the political culture in Washington, D.C.? 
Moreover, it explains why, while yester-
day’s conservatives fought the acceptance 
of cohabitation, today’s may roll their eyes 
at the “Church Lady types” who’d bat an 
eye at it. And when I discouraged the use of 
the term capitalism — as its modern usage 
was the handiwork of socialists endeavor-
ing to discredit economic freedom — con-
servatives bristled, married to the word as 
they are. Of course, were the media, en-
tertainment, and academia to adopt “eco-
nomic freedom” as their term of choice, in 
a generation or so the new conservatives 
would parrot it reliably.

In other words, liberals and conserva-
tives, while in opposition at any given 
moment, are over time two sides of the 
same coin. For who authored today’s 
status quo? The people who changed 

yesterday’s status quo: yesterday’s lib-
erals. This means that today’s conserva-
tives are merely defending yesterday’s 
liberals’ social and political victories. 
Moreover and more strikingly, the lib-
con relationship is so interrelated that 
if liberals didn’t have conservatives, 
they’d have to invent them. And in a 
sense, they do. For when liberals effect 
changes so thoroughly that they become 
the status quo, do these “liberals” not be-
come the new conservatives? As Ches-
terton put it, “The Liberal Party sudden-
ly becomes the Conservative Party the 
instant it has anything to conserve.” This 
explains the common observations, “The 
Republicans are just like the Democrats 
of 30 years ago” and “John F. Kennedy 
would be considered a conservative if 
alive today.” Is that standing “athwart 
history, yelling Stop”? If anything, con-
servatives stand athwart current events.

reasons for wrong divisions
So why has the whole modern world 
“divided itself into Conservatives and 
Progressives”? And it certainly is a mod-
ern phenomenon. The political senses 
of “conservative” and “liberal” (and the 

socio-political sense of “progressive” 
meaning “radically liberal”) didn’t origi-
nate until the 19th century. People prior 
to then, especially in Christendom, de-
fined matters more sanely: There simply 
was Truth — a transcendent standard of 
right and wrong existing apart from man 
— and everything else.

This could be described as ortho-
doxy and heterodoxy or, to use a now 
unfashionable term, heresy. And it was 
a universal, with Catholics, Protestants, 
and even pagans before them stressing 
the matter (for example, Luther, Calvin, 
and Plato all strenuously emphasized the 
imperative of upholding orthodoxy). Of 
course, the conception of Truth may vary, 
with the believing Catholic, Methodist, 
Anabaptist, Salafist Muslim, and Jew all 
having different visions. But while it al-
ways matters how close to actual Truth a 
conception of it may be, the basic point 
here is this: A person with a deep belief 
in Truth won’t change with political and 
cultural winds, as he is rooted to a fixed 
point. Such a person not only will gener-
ally refuse to “conform to the world” but 
will often derive peace, contentment, and 
the strength associated with the convic-
tion that right makes might from his walk 
with God. And although people of this 
stripe did and do disagree on particulars, 
they did and do agree on the existence of 
absolute Truth. 

Today, though, the spirit of Pontius Pi-
late’s cynical question “What is truth?” 
is status quo. A 2002 Barna Group study 
found that most Americans don’t believe 
in Truth and instead consider morals 
“relative” — thus are most likely to make 
moral decisions based on “feelings” —  
and that only six percent of teenagers (who 
today are adults) believe in Truth. So the 
Protagorean pronouncement “Man is the 
measure of all things,” considered in the 
ancient Greek world fringe and fanciful, 
has come to flower as basic assumption in 
a materialistic West.

And without perceiving Truth, with noth-
ing beyond man to use as a yardstick, we’re 
reduced to measuring ourselves relative to 
other men. Then what happens? We look at 
the “political spectrum,” which comprises 
people, and the “average” opinion (or what 
the pseudo-elites convince us it is) becomes 
the perceived center, supplanting the true 
center, Truth. We furthermore assign labels 

philosophy matters: If people 
don’t believe in Truth and 
consider everything relative, then 
the Ten Commandments become 
viewed as the Ten Suggestions. 
And moral breakdown can’t be 
avoided if people fancy morals 
as “values” and values as 
negotiable.
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accepting faux marriage, but they are simply too 

defensive and disengaged to win culture wars. They 

like to live and let live.



to deviation from it; in our case we call 
its “right” side conservative and its “left” 
liberal. Of course, where being aligned 
with the true center (God’s will) was once 
considered praiseworthy, now people may 
boast of being a “moderate” Democrat or 
Republican. And should you venture too 
far from the spectrum’s center, which is far 
from the Eternal Center, you’re labeled a 
“radical,” an “extremist,” or worse. This is 
the modern version of a heresy charge, one 
inspiring calls to imprison climate-change 
realists and leading to career destruction for 
the politically incorrect.

Then there is the phenomenon that 
greases the skids for our precipice-bound 
train: the worship of change. Change is to 
be a means to an end, but moderns often 
treat it as an end unto itself. This also is a 
function of relativism. When believing in 
that which is perfect and doesn’t change, 
Truth, it becomes our focus. We then 
aren’t put off by grandpa, not to mention 
ancients millennia ago, having hewed to 
it; we’d expect no less, as the Truth and 
the obligation to embrace it are the same 
in every age. In our relativistic universe, 
however, something can be tried but not 
truly “true.” And given that nothing feels 
as good and proper as what we’ve grown 
up with and accustomed to, we descend 
into an intense chronological chauvinism 
(it’s easy for people to consider their time 
superior, anyway). Then truths’ status as 
long-held becomes liability and not tes-
timonial, as we subordinate the eternal 
to the ephemeral — to fashions. It’s not, 
“Wow, there just may be good reason why 
this idea has endured long enough to grow 
‘old,’” but, “That’s so yesterday, so old-
fashioned! Get with the times, boy!” Phi-
losopher C.S. Lewis wrote of this change 
obsession in his book The Screwtape Let-
ters, presented from the perspective of a 
demon trying to corrupt man:

The horror of the Same Old Thing 
is one of the most valuable passions 
we have produced in the human heart 
— an endless source of heresies in 
religion, folly in counsel, infidelity in 
marriage, and inconstancy in friend-
ship. The humans live in time, and ex-
perience reality successively. To expe-
rience much of it, therefore, they must 
experience many different things; in 
other words, they must experience 

change. And since they need change, 
the Enemy [God] (being a hedonist at 
heart) has made change pleasurable to 
them, just as He has made eating Plea-
surable. But since He does not wish 
them to make change, any more than 
eating, an end in itself, He has bal-
anced the love of change in them by a 
love of permanence.... Now just as we 
pick out and exaggerate the pleasure 
of eating to produce gluttony, so we 
pick out this natural pleasantness of 
change and twist it into a demand for 
absolute novelty.

Lewis goes on to say that God wants people 
“to ask very simple questions; is it righ-
teous? Is it prudent? Is it possible? Now 
if we can keep men asking ‘Is it in accor-
dance with the general movement [change] 
of our time? Is it progressive or reactionary 
[liberal or conservative]? Is this the way 
[change] that History is going?’ they will 
neglect the relevant questions” — the most 
relevant of which is, “Is it true?”

So we do need change — that which 
is the means to an important end: resur-
recting the recognition that there really is 
just Truth, and everything else. “Liberal-

ism” and “conservatism” (and most other 
“isms” for that matter) are phenomena of 
recent history, and they should be made 
history. This is a bitter pill to swallow for 
many good people, and most conservatives 
are good people. But what can we say about 
the modern period, the time of conserva-
tism’s existence as one half of the dominant 
political paradigm? It’s also the period dur-
ing which, as Joseph Farah noted, society 
moved “so far from righteous values and 
freedom principles that there is little left to 
conserve.” What kind of a track record is 
that? Would you continue a conservation 
program that left you with little clean water 
and arable land? If conservatism conserved 
little of value during the last hundred years, 
why should we think it will do better during 
the next hundred?

It’s time to stop conserving, poorly, 
yesterday’s liberals’ triumphs. It’s time to 
start being as offensive as liberals claim 
conservatives already are; this means not 
defending the position of constantly mov-
ing goal posts but reclaiming the timeless, 
unchanging moral and political principles 
that should govern the affairs of nations. 
It’s time to stand athwart conservatism, 
yelling “Stop.” n

the devil’s in the details: Change is supposed to be a means to an end, explained philosopher 
C.S. Lewis, not an end in and of itself. And making it an end can end civilization, as change 
unguided by Truth can cause a people to stumble into fatal error. Lewis’ The Screwtape Letters 
points out how humans damn themselves.
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what is Federalism?
We all know that our national government 
— the one headquartered in Washington, 
D.C. — is called the “federal govern-
ment.” The word “federal,” as well as its 
equivalent in other languages, is also used 
to describe certain other national govern-
ments, such as Mexico’s, and words such 
as “federation” and “confederacy” are evi-
dently related to it. But what does the term 
“federal” mean?

The word comes from the Latin foe-
dus, meaning “covenant,” and denotes a 
form of government that, if not wholly 
invented by America’s Founders, was cer-
tainly perfected by them and applied to 
the governance of a much larger territory 
than anyone else had ever managed. The 
proper name for the methodology of creat-
ing and sustaining a “federal” government 
is “federalism.” And many historians and 
students of political philosophy believe 
federalism to be among the greatest of all 
the American Founders’ contributions to 
civilization.

When the Founders first won indepen-
dence from the British Empire, they draft-
ed a document known as the “Articles of 
Confederation,” America’s first national 
constitution. The former 13 colonies, hav-
ing fought together in the war for indepen-
dence despite being technically separate, 
now wished to create a bare-bones na-
tional government that would unite them 
in a loose confederation — that is, a union 
of mostly independent states wishing to 
enjoy some of the advantages of politi-
cal union while maintaining most of their 
independence. Early America was not the 
first such confederation; the country of 
Switzerland had existed (and continues 
to exist) as a federation among separate 
so-called cantons speaking four different 
languages and possessing very different 
cultures for several centuries before the 
American founding. And Canada, found-
ed almost a hundred years after the United 
States and consisting of two major ethnic 
groups speaking different languages (Eng-
lish and French), also refers to itself as a 
confederation.

For a variety of reasons, the American 
Founders came to believe that a more ro-

bust arrangement than loose confederation 
was needed. Because of this, the Constitu-
tional Convention of 1787 in Philadelphia 
was convened by representatives from 12 
of the original 13 states. (Rhode Island did 
not participate.) After nearly four months 
of discussion and sometimes acrimonious 
debate, the final draft of a new U.S. Con-
stitution contemplating a stronger national 
government than the Articles of Confed-
eration had countenanced was signed and 
submitted to the governments of the 13 
states for ratification.

This entire process, including ratifica-
tion, had been undertaken by the separate 
states. They in effect created a national 
government that, in most respects, was 
inferior in authority to the states. Those 
powers delegated to the national govern-
ment that the states agreed to renounce, 
such as the power to form treaties with 
foreign governments, were understood to 
have resided with the states as well until 
delegated to the newly formed federal 
government. The covenant implied by the 
term “federal” was among the formerly in-
dependent states to delegate some of their 
powers to an agreed-upon central author-
ity. This covenant also bound the federal 
government to respect the limits on its 
powers clearly spelled out in the Consti-
tution, and to otherwise defer to the states 
or to the people — as the 10th Amendment 
makes explicit.

The federal government, in other words, 
exists entirely by the license of the states, 
and its powers are derived from theirs, and 
not the reverse. This was (and remains) in 
stark contrast with most other national 
governments, wherein states, provinces, 
departments, oblasts, or other political 
subdivisions are created by a pre-existing 
strong central government. There was, for 
example, no interest in federalism in the 
founding of each of modern France’s suc-
cessive revolutionary republics; the gov-
ernment in Paris merely divided French 
territory into administrative units known 
as departments, mostly for bureaucratic 
convenience. Many of Russia’s oblasts 
date all the way back to the czars, and the 
remainder were created during the Soviet 
period. On the other hand, some modern 

states, such as Mexico, India, and Argen-
tina, are divided into states or provinces 
with significant autonomy, but in none of 
these did the national government arise as 
a consequence of a pact among previously 
independent state governments.

The intent of the Founders was that 
the federal government, formed by a cov-
enant among the states, would be primar-
ily their servant and not their master, and 
that it would likewise serve the people. 
The division of powers among the states, 
and between the state and federal govern-
ments, would make it much more diffi-
cult for would-be tyrants to subvert these 
aims and to grind the people down as in 
an Old World autocracy. But the history 
of the United States since the very early 
19th century, only a few decades after its 
founding, has seen a steady migration of 
power from the states and the people into 
the federal government. In a wide array 
of concerns — from education to public 
lands to the regulation of food to marriage 
— the federal government is making itself 
the supreme authority, while converting 
the states into mere geographical admin-
istrative units expected to implement fed-
eral laws, regulations, and rulings, regard-
less of whether those laws, regulations, 
and rulings are constitutional. In this way, 
the doctrine and practice of federalism is 
being turned on its head.

Much of this has taken place, not be-
cause the states have permitted the federal 
government to wrest existing legal au-
thority from the states (although this has 
taken place, particularly under the pretext 
of equal rights), but because the federal 
government has been allowed to usurp 
power where none has been enumerated 
in the Constitution — and then claim that 
states are subordinate in the exercise of 
such powers.

In our day, the system of federalism 
has been all but abandoned. Most Ameri-
cans believe that all government authority 
comes from Washington, trickling down 
by the consent of elected national rulers to 
state and local governments. We will not 
be able to restore constitutional govern-
ment without first restoring federalism. n

— charLes scaLiGer
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U.S. Senator Mike Lee explains not only why America should adhere to the Constitution, but 
how she can, though judges and politicians are doing their best to subvert it or ignore it. 

COrrECTING ConSTITuTIonAl ChAoS

by Steve Byas

Our Lost Constitution: The Willful Sub-
version of America’s Founding Docu-
ment, by Senator Mike Lee, New York, 
New York: Sentinel/Penguin Publishing, 
2016, 244 pages, paperback.

Mike Lee listened attentively to 
his father, then solicitor gen-
eral of the United States under 

President Ronald Reagan, as he ex-
plained America’s “long-standing abor-
tion debate.” When his father concluded 
the explanation, Mike had one question: 
“Shouldn’t this issue be addressed by the 
states rather than by the federal courts?”

Mike Lee was in the fourth grade at the 
time, and yet his understanding of the Con-
stitution was already beyond what one will 
often hear in America’s law schools and 

from the federal bench. Lee’s father, Rex 
Lee, was very pleased at his son’s grasp of 
the constitutional principle of federalism.

In this book, Lee demonstrates he still 
has a solid understanding of the principles 
of our fundamental law. In an entertaining 
style, he weaves in dramatized snippets 
of American history to illustrate what the 
framers of the Constitution were thinking 
when they placed certain provisions in the 
document. He then exposes how this vi-
sion has been subverted in our day, and fi-
nally, what we can do to restore, at least to 
some extent, our constitutional republic.

“Far too many members of Congress 
don’t understand the Constitution they’ve 
sworn to defend — not because they can’t 
understand it but because they make little 
or no effort to do so,” Lee laments. “Some 
Supreme Court justices aren’t much bet-
ter; too many of them understand our 
founding document but refuse to acknowl-
edge that its most important function is to 
limit and check power.” And presidents? 
Lee says they are often “even worse.”

While Lee is a Republican, he does 
not consider this just a Democrat-caused 
problem. “It is politically advantageous 
for them [presidents and members of 
Congress] to defer all constitutional ques-
tions to the courts, which can then carry 
all responsibility (and any accompanying 
blame) for the proposal’s unconstitutional-
ity.” He then provides the example of Presi-
dent George W. Bush signing the McCain-
Feingold bill in 2002, “even though he 
knew major parts of it violated American’s 
right to free speech.” But he signed the bill 
anyway, with the explanation, “I expect that 
the courts will resolve these legitimate legal 
questions as appropriate under the law.”

Lee insists that the president takes an 
oath to defend the same Constitution that 
federal judges take, and yet presidents of 
both parties rarely cite constitutional ques-
tions when exercising the veto. Congress 
is no better.

The framers expected the Congress to 
be jealous of its powers, and that it would 

resist any effort by the executive to appro-
priate any of those powers. As designed 
by James Madison and the other framers, 
the Congress was to be the most powerful 
branch. Because of that, the question of 
who would be in the Congress was per-
haps the most divisive issue faced at the 
constitutional convention.

Most students of American history have 
heard about the Great Compromise of the 
convention. In an effort to satisfy both the 
larger population states (such as Virginia) 
and the smaller population states (such as 
New Jersey), one house of Congress (the 
House of Representatives) would be based 
on population, while in the Senate, each 
state would be equally represented, re-
gardless of the size of its population. This 
equal representation of each state in the 
Senate is the only part of the Constitution 
that can never be changed, even by consti-
tutional amendment.

But Lee also examines an aspect of 
this compromise that is ordinarily not dis-
cussed in modern history and government 
textbooks. Madison and other delegates 
from the larger population states were con-
cerned that their states might be required 
to come up with more taxes, because of 
their larger populations. As a way to ad-
dress this concern, Lee notes that Ben-
jamin Franklin offered a solution, which 
would involve requiring that all bills for 
raising money would have to originate 
in the House. And of course, the Senate 
would then have to approve of any such 
revenue measures, as with other bills.

Lee then shifts his narrative to our time, 
and the passage of ObamaCare, and ex-
plains how Congress violated this part of 
the Constitution with its passage. He notes 
that H.R. 3590, introduced in the House 
in 2009, was a piece of legislation entitled 
the Service Members Home Ownership 
Tax Act. It sought to “amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the 
first-time homebuyers credit in the case of 
members of the Armed Forces and certain 
other Federal employees.”
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As Lee notes, “Although no 
one realized it at the time, this 
uncontroversial bill would soon 
become the vehicle chosen by the 
president and his congressional 
allies to sidestep the Constitution 
they had sworn to protect.” The 
bill passed the House, 416-0.

Later, Senator Harry Reid, 
the Democratic majority leader 
at the time, needed to introduce 
Obama’s healthcare bill. “But 
the bill had at least seventeen 
different tax provisions, and, 
thanks to Ben Franklin, the Con-
stitution bars the Senate from 
originating tax laws,” Lee said. 
So Reid simply took the House 
bill that concerned homebuyers 
credit, and introduced an amend-
ment that would strike all that 
language, and replace it with 
Obama’s health-insurance plan! Such an 
action displays utter disregard for the rule 
of law.

This is how the supporters of ObamaCare 
were able to pass the ObamaCare healthcare 
law, which was also a tax bill, despite the 
clear language of the Constitution that all 
revenue-raising measures had to originate in 
the House. “Of course,” Lee commented, “if 
Reid’s ‘amendment’ could satisfy the origi-
nation clause, the clause was pointless.”

Other chapters examine other provisions 
of the Constitution, why they were adopted, 
and how Congress, the president, and the 
courts have worked together to subvert the 
clear intent of the Framers. For example, 
Lee quotes Article I of the Constitution 
that clearly states, “All legislative powers 
herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States, which shall consist of 
a Senate and a House of Representatives.” 
He then gives examples of how presidents, 
including Obama, have exercised legisla-
tive power in a clear contradiction to the 
explicit language of the Constitution.

As President Obama said when Con-
gress refused to adopt one of his propos-
als, “If Congress won’t act … I will.” Lee 
writes, “Those are not the words of a presi-
dent. Those are the words of a king.”

Lee also addresses the various ways that 
the Supreme Court has subverted the Con-
stitution, and the neglect of various consti-
tutional limitations on government power, 
such as the Fourth Amendment. Here he 

argues that the Fourth Amendment’s pro-
tections against unreasonable search and 
seizure have been ignored with some pro-
visions of the Patriot Act. In his discussion 
of some of the actions of the National Secu-
rity Agency (NSA), Lee said, “Like general 
warrants [illegal under the Fourth Amend-
ment], the NSA’s program covers everyone 
— not just those suspected of a crime. Like 
general warrants, the NSA’s [phone data 
collection] program allows the government 
to search first and name suspects later.”

And he discusses the abuse of the “com-
merce clause” of the Constitution to ex-
pand federal power, and the neglect of 
the use of the 10th Amendment to contain 
federal power.

But Lee does not just provide a litany 
of violations of the Constitution — he also 
offers several practical solutions to restore 
our “lost” Constitution.

He notes ways in which the courts could 
act to properly defend the Constitution, 
and ways in which Congress could act 
to restore the constitutional separation of 
powers. He covers two ways to rein in the 
executive branch. One idea he offers is a 
method to constrain the federal bureaucra-
cy, and another idea is a proposal to limit 
presidential power to what is found in the 
Constitution itself — by greater use of the 
constitutional “power of the purse” that 
belongs to Congress.

Finally, Senator Lee suggests various 
ways that the people themselves can ef-

fectively restore the Constitu-
tion. “First we have to influence 
the attitudes of those around us, 
making every effort to persuade 
our friends, neighbors, col-
leagues, aunts, and uncles (even 
the crazy ones who we think 
will never listen) that constitu-
tionally limited government not 
only matters but is essential to 
our prosperity as a nation and to 
our way of life,” Lee suggests. 
He continues by offering other 
practical suggestions on how 
private citizens can influence 
their elected officials in an ef-
fective way.

It is also refreshing that Lee 
makes no call for a “Convention 
of the States” as a part of the mix 
in restoring the Constitution. This 
is good, because such a proposed 

solution could actually make matters even 
worse — possibly even much worse. As it 
is now, there is nothing actually wrong with 
our Constitution. Adding another amend-
ment or two to the Constitution, even if 
those amendments were good, would serve 
no purpose if the Congress, the president, 
and the courts ignore them as they do the 
rest of the document. All the changes sug-
gested by Lee can be accomplished without 
changing the Constitution, because our ac-
tual need is for public officials to follow the 
Constitution that we have now.

And that can only come from an in-
formed electorate, educated in the Constitu-
tion’s provisions that protect our life, liberty 
and property. It is not necessary to persuade 
every person in America, or even a majority, 
to get us back on track. As Samuel Adams 
said, “It does not require a majority to pre-
vail, but rather an irate and tireless minority, 
keen to set brush fires in people’s minds.”

This entertaining and informative book 
is a great addition to the library of a patriot 
determined to set those brushfires and win 
back our Constitution. Lee has a proven 
record of fidelity to the Constitution him-
self. Since winning election to the Senate 
in 2010, his voting record of 92 percent has 
placed him slightly behind only Senator 
Rand Paul of Kentucky at 93 percent, and 
slightly ahead of Senator Ted Cruz of Texas 
with 90 percent, as measured by the Free-
dom Index of The neW aMerican maga-
zine, in adherence to the Constitution. n
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Bachelorette party for all
In lieu of a traditional bachelorette party, 
a bride-to-be from Pittsburgh, Pennsylva-
nia, decided instead to take ladies from 
a local women’s shelter out for a day of 
pampering and fun.

Jessika Baldwin, 31, and her bridal 
party planned a day of indulgence involv-
ing salons and restaurants, and invited 
women from a local shelter to join them.

“When your closest friends and family 
get together for your bachelorette party, 
that makes for a powerful team!” she said. 
“I wouldn’t want to waste that time and 
energy, so to use it making others feel 
good (even if it’s just for one day) makes 
for a better memory than taking shots, 
stumbling around and bar hopping.”

The women began the day on August 
6 at a local Starbucks before going to a 
salon for three hours of hair and nail treat-
ments. They then went to lunch, engaged 
in a shopping extravaganza, and ended the 
evening with dinner, all of which was paid 
in full. According to the Huffington Post, 
several of the businesses had donated their 
services for the occasion.

Baldwin explained that she was moti-
vated to do this for these strangers because 
of her own struggles in the past. “I was in a 
tough place in my life before, and I remem-
ber wishing for someone to just pick me up, 
take me out and just make me feel good,” 
she told Revelist. “I really wanted to lift the 
spirits of some women who are in difficult 
situations and treat them for a day.”

unexpected lunch date
Montford Middle School student Bo Paske 
of Tallahassee, Florida, has autism, and 
he struggles to fit in with his classmates. 
Paske spends most of his lunchtimes sit-
ting alone in the cafeteria, something that 
was a concern for his mother, but a local 
celebrity did something that made Paske 
feel special. For that, he and his family are 
grateful.

Travis Rudolph, a wide receiver for 
Florida State University’s football team, 
was visiting Montford Middle School 
on August 30 when he spotted Bo sitting 
alone, according to CBS News. Rudolph 

brought his lunch to Paske’s table and sat 
with him to eat. A security officer at the 
middle school snapped a photo of Ru-
dolph and Paske eating together, and it 
went viral, prompting a letter of thanks by 
Paske’s mother, Leah, who also posted her 
gratitude for the small, but sweet gesture.

“I do remember middle school being 
scary, and hard,” said Leah in a Facebook 
post. “Now that I have a child starting 
middle school, I have feelings of anxiety 
for him, and they can be overwhelming if 
I let them.”

“This is one day I didn’t have to worry if 
my sweet boy ate lunch alone, because he 
sat across from someone who is a hero in 
many eyes. Travis Rudolph thank you so 
much, you made this momma exceedingly 
happy, and have made us fans for life!”

Rudolph did not expect his actions to 
become a viral news story, but was glad 
when it did, as he feels it sets a very good 
example. “I didn’t even recognize that it 
would be this big. It just became really 
viral, and I just wanted it to become aware 
that everyone is the same, and one man 
can make a difference.” 

Rudolph’s small gesture was already a 
very pleasant surprise for the Paskes, but 
Rudolph decided to take it a step further.

Time.com reported that on Labor Day, 
Rudolph surprised Paske with a personal-
ized Seminoles football jersey with Ru-
dolph’s number 15 and Paske’s name. He 
also gave the Paskes tickets to attend the 
Labor Day season opener — a great game 
that the Seminoles won 45-34, with Ru-
dolph scoring a touchdown.

purpMe
A video posted on Labor Day featuring an 
incredibly kind act by a high-school stu-
dent went viral and is serving as a won-
derful example for local youth. Fourteen-
year-old LaRon Tunstill (also known as 
Ron Ron) of Louisville, Kentucky, was 
captured on video removing his brand new 
Nike sneakers and handing them to a shoe-
less homeless man, WDRB reports.

The story is incredibly inspirational as 
the neighborhood in which Tunstill resides 
is a dangerous one, with frequent shoot-

ings and notorious gang activity. Tunstill 
is doing his best to stay out of trouble and 
joined a group called “PurpMe,” a non-
profit organization “dedicated to reforming 
the idea of a PURPose through encourage-
ment,” the group’s mission states. PURP 
stands for “People Uplifting Real People.”

Tunstill’s actions certainly embodied the 
group’s message. He was out that day with 
PurpMe distributing food to the homeless 
in the community when he observed the 
man without shoes. After Tunstill gave the 
man the shoes off his own feet, he sat and 
talked with him and listened to the man’s 
story. It was one to which Tunstill related, 
as he too had struggled in his life before 
he decided to make a constructive change 
and be a positive influence.

PurpMe’s founder, Jason Reynolds, 
captured Tunstill’s good deed on his 
phone and posted it on Facebook in the 
hopes that it would inspire the youth on 
the west side of Louisville to choose char-
ity and goodness over the other negative 
influences in the area.

“You got 14-year-old kids out here 
shooting and killing people, and Ron Ron 
decides he’s going to give his own shoes,” 
Reynolds said.

According to Reynolds, Tunstill serves 
as a mentor in the group for young people. 
Reynolds told ABC News that Tunstill 
went through a “bad phase” about three 
years ago, during which time he was doing 
a lot of fighting and being disrespectful. 
Reynolds reached out to Tunstill as a 
mentor, and since then, Tunstill has trans-
formed. Reynolds attributes his change of 
heart to “God’s grace.”

PurpMe is hopeful that it can expand 
across west Louisville and has started a 
“GoFundMe” page in an effort to raise 
money for a van so that the group can 
transport volunteers throughout the area.

“I started these PurpMe teams to re-
place the gangs and violence in our streets 
with community outreaches and love in 
our streets,” Reynolds said. “We may not 
have much ourselves, but we do the best 
with what we got. We just want to start a 
movement of people loving and uplifting 
one another.” n

— raven cLabouGh
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by Michael E. Telzrow

T he grenade landed at his feet with a thud. While three 
other soldiers in Company B of the 307th Infantry scram-
bled for shelter in a foxhole, Army Company Aid Man, 

Private First Class Desmond Doss attempted to kick the deadly 
projectile away with his heavy combat boot. He had only one 
thought in his mind, and that was to protect his beloved men. 
Unable to kick the grenade clear, Doss was rocked by an ear-
splitting explosion that sent 17 pieces of white-hot shrapnel 
into his body. Treating himself for shock, he took refuge in the 
foxhole with his platoon mates and spent a terrifying five hours 
within yards of the enemy on Okinawa.

The next day, litter bearers made their way to his position and 
loaded Doss on a stretcher bound for the safety of an aid sta-
tion. On the way, they encountered a soldier with a serious head 
wound. Sensing the severity of the soldier’s wounds, Doss rolled 
off the stretcher and insisted that the wounded man take his place. 
Swapping places with the wounded soldier was typical of Doss. 
By then his deep concern and compassion for his comrades was 
legendary among the men of the 307th Infantry Regiment. From 
Guam to Leyte and now Okinawa, Doss had repeatedly placed 
the safety of his men above his own. When the bloody Okinawa 
campaign finally ended, Doss had etched his name in the annals 
of military history as the first conscientious objector to be award-
ed the Congressional Medal of Honor for bravery under fire.

History sometimes teaches us that men and women of convic-
tion often rise from the most humble of backgrounds. Greatness 
is not the sole domain of the powerful or rich, but is often found 
where one least expects it. Desmond Doss was born on Febru-
ary 7, 1919, in Lynchburg, Virginia. The son of William Thomas 
Doss, a carpenter, and Bertha Edward Oliver Doss, a shoemaker, 
he was raised in a devout Seventh Day Adventist family. Ever 
since he was a young boy, he had been immersed in a faith-based 
environment, and it exerted a most profound effect upon his life. 

He formed a deep respect for the 10 Commandments. As a young 
lad, he was particularly interested in a lithographic print depict-
ing the illustrated Commandments that hung on the wall in his 
Lynchburg home. One image in particular held his interest. The 
subject of the Sixth Commandment was the murder of Abel by his 
brother Cain. The image of Cain with a club in his hand standing 
over his slain brother caused Doss to ponder the act. “I wondered 
how in the world could a brother do such a thing? It put a horror 
in my heart of just killing; and as a result, I took it personally, 
Desmond, if you love me, you won’t kill.”

As a young man, Desmond cared for the sick of his community 
and church, and generally wanted to help others. He seemed to have 

He refused to touch a gun, yet wanted to 
serve his country during WWii. After being 
mocked and badgered for his pacifism, he 
became a hero.

Desmond Doss 
His Only Weapon  
Was His Conscience
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His story: Once reviled for his steadfast refusal to take up arms, 
conscientious objector Private First Class Desmond T. Doss of the 77th 
Division, U.S. Army, became a symbol of gallantry after saving more 
than 75 men under fire during the bloody battle of Okinawa.



an inherent desire to assist those in need. 
By the time he was 21, Doss was a deacon 
in the Seventh Day Adventist Church.

“Conscientious Cooperator”
In 1941, Doss secured a job as a ship joiner 
in the naval shipyards at Newport News, 
Virginia. Before the declaration of war, 
Doss had registered as a conscientious ob-
jector, or 1AO status as it was defined by 
the Army. At first, Doss was against such 
a designation. He had always linked con-
scientious objectors with sedition and un-
patriotic attitudes. He felt he was anything 
but that. He wanted to serve his country 
by caring for the sick and wounded, and 
bristled at the thought that he would be as-
sociated with less honorable men. Despite 
his unwavering belief in the Sixth Com-
mandment, and his strong Seventh Day 
Adventist conviction of observing the 
Sabbath on Saturday, Doss felt he could 
serve his country as well as anyone. In the 
end he acquiesced, but always referred to 
himself as a “conscientious cooperator.”

For obvious reasons, he specifically 
requested assignment to medical duty, 
but partially because that way he could 
reconcile his beliefs with working seven 
days a week, because as he said in his own 
words, “Christ healed on the Sabbath.” 
Later in life he explained, “I felt like it 
was an honor to serve my country accord-
ing to the dictates of my conscience.” In 
1942, his number came up, and Doss did 
what millions of other Americans did in 
WWII — he left the safety of his civilian 
job and embarked upon an adventure that 
would change his life.

Before he left for active duty, Doss mar-
ried the love of his life, Dorothy Pauline 
Schutte, of Richmond, Virginia, on August 
17, 1942. It was a marriage that would sus-
tain him throughout the war, and until her 
accidental death in 1991. After induction 
and assignment, Doss became a company 
aid man with the 307th Infantry, 77th Divi-
sion, United States Army. Almost imme-
diately, he faced routine and unmerciful 
harassment from his platoon mates. He 
was mocked and derided for his devotion 
to prayer, refusal to even touch a weapon, 
or perform drills and fatigue on Saturdays. 
Even by the standards of the 1940s, Doss 
was an anomaly. He eschewed alcohol 
and gambling, never smoked, and was 
steadfast in his faithfulness to Dorothy. 

Naturally, his convictions were seen as 
old-fashioned and extreme. It was a mix 
that was sometimes at odds with the more 
cosmopolitan recruits from the larger cit-
ies. Naturally, some of the men resented 
Doss’s convictions and especially chafed 
at the idea that he would be excused from 
Saturday duty. For Doss’s part he did all 
he could to observe the Seventh Day Ad-
ventist Sabbath observance. He even went 
as far as to work 24 hours on Sunday, and 
he would later recount how he would swap 
duty days with a Catholic soldier who 
wanted to attend Mass on Sundays.

Doss’s refusal to compromise his re-
ligious beliefs and train with weapons 
prompted his battalion commander, Colo-
nel Gerald Cooney, to consider sending 
Doss back to the United States for non-
combat duty. Cooney later recounted on 
a television episode of This Is Your Life 
that Doss “wouldn’t even touch a rifle.” 
Cooney relented only after Doss’s compa-
ny commander convinced him otherwise, 

and that the army medic could be depend-
ed upon when the times got rough. Prior 
to that incident, Doss had been threatened 
with court-martial for refusing to handle a 
rifle and had been considered for discharge 
as a psychological case. Throughout it all, 
Doss remained steadfast in his convictions 
and belief that he could perform the duties 
of a medic without resorting to handling 
weapons of any kind.

Once the fighting started, however, the 
harassment ended. On the island of Guam, 
Doss changed the minds of his fellow sol-
diers. The liberation of Guam afforded 
Doss the opportunity to practice what he 
had learned in combat medical training, 
but just as important, it allowed him to 
prove his worth on the battlefield. From 
July 21, 1944 through August 10, Doss 
and the men of the 77th Infantry Division 
slogged through the jungles of Guam from 
the southern end of the island to the north-
ern tip, in what was a continuous struggle 
against a determined Japanese foe. Doss, 
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Fanatical defense: Fire and smoke billow from the deck of the aircraft carrier USS Bunker Hill 
after two Japanese Zeros slammed into her flight deck in a Kamikaze attack that claimed the 
lives of nearly 400 American sailors and officers. The U.S. 5th Fleet suffered more than 10,000 
casualties as a result of Kamikaze attacks leading up to the Okinawa invasion. 
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while not even officially assigned as the 
unit medic, went out routinely with the 
advancing forces in the stifling heat of 
the small Pacific island. He repeatedly 
removed wounded men from the deadly 
front, often under intense fire from the 
enemy. Unarmed and unafraid, Doss 
saved dozens of men from certain death. 
Later, in December action at Leyte in the 
Philippines, Doss traversed an open field 
under intense fire to assist and retrieve 
two wounded soldiers. Realizing one was 
dead, Doss carried the surviving soldier 
back to a jungle area where he constructed 
a stretcher out of bamboo and removed 
the soldier to a safer area. In the end he 
was awarded the Bronze Star with an Oak 
Leaf Cluster for his actions on Guam and 
Leyte. More importantly, he earned the 
respect of his fellow soldiers. Later, Doss 
would speak of his actions there: “I knew 
these men; they were my buddies, some 
had wives and children. If they were hurt, 
I wanted to be there to take care of them.”

Cliffhanger Rescues
Following Guam and Leyte, the 77th 
Division found itself as part of the 10th 
Army under the command of General 
Simon Bolivar Buckner, Jr., the son of a 
Confederate General. The objective of the 
10th Army was to assault and take control 
of Okinawa, a small island in the Ryukyu 
Islands chain, and a mere 350 miles from 
the Japanese home islands. There, they 
would face stiff and savage resistance. 
Before they even got there, the 5th U.S. 
Fleet suffered major losses from Japanese 
Kamikaze strikes — 10 major attacks in 
all. The 5th Fleet sustained 10,000 casual-
ties, half of which were killed in action. 
Twenty-eight American ships were sunk, 
but it did not deter the Americans, who 
launched one of the largest amphibious 
landings of the war on April 1, 1945.

Soon after landing on the southern 
end of the island, it became apparent 
that the U.S. forces were facing a deter-

mined, well-entrenched foe across the 
entire island — coast to coast. The Japa-
nese employed a now-common defensive 
technique characterized by intricate and 
elaborate underground positions, support-
ed by expert use of knee mortars, machine 
guns, and ferocious frontal attacks. Buck-
ner rejected any idea of a flanking am-
phibious assault and opted for a series of 
bloody frontal attacks. From Guadalcanal 
to Okinawa, the Japanese employed tac-
tics that took advantage of the terrain; es-
pecially reverse slopes and escarpments. It 
was on one such escarpment — the Maeda 
Escarpment, a 400-foot high, jagged coral 
ridge — where Doss would write his name 
in the history books.

Since April 26, various American units 
of the 24th and 96th Divisions had been 
engaged in fierce battle with the Japanese 
at the Maeda Escarpment. After an artil-
lery barrage of 1,616 rounds, the attack 
had been launched. The 383rd Infantry 
easily moved into position at the base 
of the escarpment, but when the men 
reached the crest, they suffered 18 casu-
alties in a matter of minutes. The Japa-
nese held Maeda like a vise grip. The 
geographical fortress was packed with 
pill boxes, hidden machine gun emplace-
ments, and caves, and it was defended by 
a foe willing to fight to the death. Despite 
slight advances on Hills 150 and 152 on 
April 27, no American forces were able 
to secure the escarpment. The battle see-
sawed back and forth and on April 29, the 
men of the 307th Infantry went into ac-
tion. It was here where Private Desmond 
Doss became the first conscientious 
objector to perform battle actions that 
would secure for him the nation’s high-
est military award.

Moving into action, the men of Com-
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Almost immediately, he faced routine and unmerciful harassment 
from his platoon mates. He was mocked and derided for his devotion 
to prayer, refusal to even touch a weapon, or perform drills and 
fatigue on Saturdays. 

 — Past and PersPectiveHistorYHistorY

among the bravest: On October 12, 1945, President Harry S. Truman presented Desmond T. 
Doss with the nation’s highest military honor for “outstanding gallantry far above and beyond the 
call of duty.”



pany B, 307th Infantry, cleared the base of 
the escarpment with flame throwers, gre-
nades, and small-arms fire. Fighting every 
inch of the way, the men reached the base 
of the escarpment, exhausted and spent. 
They had battled innumerable counterat-
tacks, terrifying night battles, and hand-
to-hand combat. Daily airstrikes were em-
ployed to dislodge the Japanese from their 
dug-in positions. It had taken Lt. Colonel 
Gerald D. Cooney’s men of the 307th five 
days to gain control of Needle Rock to the 
left of the top of the escarpment. It had 
taken the battalion nine attempts to finally 
secure Needle Rock.

During the night of April 30, the unit 
brought up five naval cargo nets that Doss 
helped splice together, and four 50-foot 
ladders to aid in climbing the peak. On 
May 1, men of Company A attempted to 
secure the top of the escarpment by using 
the ladders. Every man 
was killed or wounded 
as soon as he stood up. 
Company B fared little 
better. After securing 
the edge of the escarp-
ment, they were driven 
off with heavy casu-
alties by a relentless 
Japanese counterattack. 
A five-man squad from 
Company B was mowed 
down by enemy fire. 
Doss, as he had done be-
fore on Guam and Leyte, 
crawled on his belly 
four times to rescue his 
wounded comrades. On 
May 2, Companies A 
and B went back to the 
edge of the escarpment, 
but failed to make prog-
ress. They tried again on 
May 3, but were ham-
mered by Japanese knee 
mortars, grenades, and 
81-mm mortar fire from 
the reverse slope of the 
escarpment.

On May 4, the men of 
the 1st Battalion, 307th 
infantry continued their 
fierce fighting with the 
Japanese. A success-
ful demolition assault 
cleared a pillbox and 

cave complex that had been very trou-
blesome, but the enemy was not ready to 
yield. From camouflaged positions, the 
Japanese poured a devastating enfilading 
fire into the Americans. The men of the 
307th, those who could still stand, broke 
for the safety of the rear. Only Doss re-
mained. Aided by covering fire from the 
remnants of his battalion, Private Doss 
moved inexorably from one casualty to 
the other, administering emergency first 
aid and dragging them to the edge of 
the escarpment where he lowered them 
to safety using a litter technique that he 
had devised back in training at Elkins, 
West Virginia. Using a series of bowline 
knots, Doss fashioned a sling that se-
cured each man’s legs through loops and 
doubled around the chest. It was perfect 
and ensured that lowering the wounded 
over the jagged cliff would not result in 

any additional injuries. For five harrow-
ing hours, Doss went from wounded man 
to wounded man. Exposed to enemy fire, 
Doss could only attribute his survival to 
divine intervention. By the time he was 
finished, a blood-soaked Desmond Doss 
had saved at least 75 men, although his 
commanders thought it was closer to 100. 
Captain Jack Glover of the 1st Battalion 
remarked years later when asked about 
what Doss did during the fighting for the 
escarpment, “We fought many days on 
the escarpment and had to leave casual-
ties behind. Doss refused to seek cover.”

American losses on the escarpment 
had been heavy. The 1st Battalion lost 
over 400 men, but the battle was not over 
for Doss and the men of the 307th. Two 
weeks later, on May 12, moments after a 
wounded Doss had given up his stretch-
er to a man in need, a Japanese sniper 

bullet slammed into the 
medic’s arm. The bullet 
had entered his wrist, ex-
ited his elbow and lodged 
in his upper arm. His arm 
was shattered and nerves 
were damaged. Quickly, 
Doss asked a man named 
Brooks for his rifle. A dis-
mayed Brooks handed the 
rifle to the one man in the 
company who had never 
touched a weapon. Doss 
had no intention of using 
it for its intended purpose. 
Instead he asked Brooks to 
help him fashion a splint 
for his severely damaged 
arm. When he finally got 
to the aid station, Doss 
passed out.

Damaged Body, 
Undamaged Faith
His wounds were his ticket 
home, but not before sur-
gery to remove 17 pieces of 
Japanese shrapnel and the 
setting of his broken arm. 
While on board a hospital 
ship, Desmond Doss dis-
covered that his Bible was 
missing. He guessed that 
it had been lost as a result 
of the grenade explosion, 
and he quickly sent word 
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remembrance: Nearly six years to the day before his death, Desmond T. Doss was 
honored by the Georgia House of Representatives (State Representative Randy 
Sauder shown here) for his bravery and dedication to his religious beliefs. 



back to his unit to be on the lookout for 
it. Remarkably, they were able to recover 
a scorched and somewhat damp Bible in 
the general area where Doss had been 
wounded. In Doss’s mind, the reunifica-
tion with the Holy Book was another sign 
of God’s intervention and benevolence.

For his actions on the Maeda Escarp-
ment, Desmond T. Doss was awarded the 
Congressional Medal of Honor — the first 
and one of only three awarded to consci-
entious objectors. The citation read in 
part: “Through his outstanding bravery 
and unflinching determination in the face 
of desperately dangerous conditions, Pfc. 
Doss saved the lives of many soldiers. 
His name became a symbol throughout 
the 77th Infantry Division for outstanding 

gallantry far above and beyond the call of 
duty.” Subsequently, he was promoted to 
corporal and received the nation’s highest 
military honor at the White House on Oc-
tober 12, 1945. The man once reviled and 
mocked by his beloved comrades was now 
a symbol of courage and bravery for the 
entire division.

Following the war, Doss spent nearly 
six years in and out of veterans and mili-
tary hospitals recovering from his wounds 
and a case of tuberculosis that he had like-
ly acquired while in service to his country. 
The disease robbed him of one lung and 
five ribs that were removed in an attempt 
to save him. Doss never fully recovered. 
In 1954, he moved his small family to 
northwest Georgia near the town of Ris-

ing Fawn. There, along with Dorothy and 
his son, Tommy, Doss tried to make a go 
of farming, but his injuries and lack of 
one lung made it extremely difficult. He 
devoted much of his time to Seventh Day 
Adventist programs and spoke publicly 
about his experiences after appearing on 
a television episode of This Is Your Life in 
1959. His beloved wife, Dorothy, passed 
away as the result of an automobile acci-
dent in 1991, and Doss married Frances 
Duman in 1993.

In July 2000, six years before succumb-
ing to cancer, the old soldier wrote these 
words after receiving favorable medical 
news: “I love God and Christ with all 
my heart, I have always tried to keep his 
Ten Commandments. The principles of 
the commandments are included in the 
Golden Rule, and I feel that I received the 
Congressional Medal of Honor because of 
the love God gave me for my fellow men.”

Ever a man of conviction and faith, 
Desmond T. Doss finally succumbed to 
cancer on March 23, 2006, in Piedmont, 
Alabama. n

 — Past and PersPectiveHistorYHistorY
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Doss’s refusal to compromise his religious beliefs and train with 
weapons prompted his battalion commander, Colonel Gerald 
Cooney, to consider sending Doss back to the United States for 
non-combat duty.

On the big screen: Directed by Mel Gibson, Hacksaw Ridge depicts the wartime exploits of 
Private Desmond T. Doss and his steadfast adherence to his non-violent religious convictions. 
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surveillance cameras 
record shooting
Dave Gibbons installed surveillance cam-
eras in his business, Gibbons Auto Service, 
after he was the victim of two break-ins in 
the past year. The La Crosse Tribune in 
Holmen, Wisconsin, reported on October 
10 that Gibbons, who lives in an apartment 
above his business, was jarred awake by 
the sounds of car doors slamming in the 
middle of the night. Gibbons checked 
his security cameras and saw images of 
an intruder breaking in through the front 
door with a crow bar and then rummaging 
through his office. Gibbons grabbed his 
pistol and told his wife to dial 911 while he 
went downstairs to investigate. Gibbons 
confronted the intruder, who was wearing 
a ski mask and a hooded sweatshirt. Gib-
bons yelled for the burglar to halt, but the 
intruder didn’t respond and moved toward 
Gibbons, who backed up a bit and then 
fired. The intruder, who turned out to be 
female, appeared shocked and disoriented 
and asked whether Gibbons would shoot 
her. “And I told her, ‘I think I just did.’”

The intruder was later identified by law 
enforcement as a “serial burglar,” 37-year-
old Amy Zielke. Gibbons also recognized 
her as a former customer. Zielke was treat-
ed for her gunshot wound at a nearby medi-
cal facility and booked into the county jail 
on a burglary charge. Zielke has a string 
of prior arrests for similar crimes and was 
even charged earlier this year with burglary. 
Court records show that some of her earlier 
break-ins were attempts to get drug money. 
Zielke was ordered to complete drug com-
pliance in June, but the attempt to get clean 
and sober obviously was unsuccessful, as 
evidenced by her latest break-in. Zielke 
would later confess to the burglary and tell 
authorities she had been using methamphet-
amine and alcohol at the time of the crime.

4 thugs vs. 1 ak-47
A jewelry-store owner in Conroe, Texas, 
in the Houston metropolitan area, recently 
defended his business from armed rob-
bers with an AK-47 rifle. The Conroe 
Courier reported on October 3 that the 
owner, Jeffrey Turner, Jr., was in the store 

with customers and employees when four 
armed men dressed all in black barged in 
and demanded money, jewelry, and other 
items. Turner, who stored an AK-47 under 
his counter, ran to retrieve it. One of the 
armed men saw Turner trying to grab the 
firearm and started shooting first. Turner 
pulled out his AK-47 and returned fire. 
The Montgomery County Police reported 
that two other employees also fired at the 
gun-firing suspect. A gunfight ensued, 
with multiple rounds being fired. Several 
windows in the store were shot out. Con-
roe Police Lt. Dorcy McGinnis told the 
Courier, “There was a lot of gunfire.” The 
suspect who made the mistake of shooting 
was hit multiple times.

The other three suspects fled the scene 
in a white car and are being sought by au-
thorities. The injured suspect died at the 
scene, owing to the severity of his gunshot 
wounds. The Conroe Courier reported that 
the suspect’s body was discovered lying 
in the doorway among the shattered glass. 
Turner’s attorney told the Courier, “You al-
ways have a right to defend yourself, espe-
cially when the robber shoots at you.”

Alice Long, who works at a nearby 
business, told the Conroe Courier that she 
heard what she “thought was a car back-
firing,” followed by the sounds of sirens. 
Long also said that she remembers the last 
time the jewelry store had an attempted 
robbery: “I had not been here six months 
when they got hit.” A review of that inci-
dent showed that the business had not even 
opened yet when a plumber’s van backed 
in front of the business and five men ex-
ited the vehicle and used sledgehammers 
to smash in the door of the business. One 
of the employees pulled out a shotgun, and 
the robbers fled the scene after seeing it. 
One can assume that Turner is grateful he 
upgraded to an AK-47.

The fact that the store owner was able 
to use his AK-47 to successfully defend 
his business from multiple, armed burglars 
highlights the utility that semi-automatic 
rifles provide in terms of self-defense. 
Even though these types of weapons are 
constantly being held out by the anti-gun 
media as a threat to the public, they pro-
vide their owners with a very effective 
way to deal with armed intruders. 

army of One
ABC affiliate News5 Cleveland reported 
on October 10 about an Army veteran 
in Akron, Ohio, who showed a much 
younger trespasser that he still had 
some fight in him after all these years. 
The vet, 66-year-old Craig Noggle, was 
forced to use a firearm to defend him-
self after a neighbor allegedly forced 
his way into Noggle’s home. Noggle 
told News5 Cleveland that the neighbor, 
Daniel Givens, had had arguments with 
Noggle in the past because Noggle criti-
cized Givens for driving down the street 
too fast and for peering into the homes 
of other neighbors. Noggle told News5 
Cleveland that Givens came knocking 
on his door early on a Sunday morning. 
Though Givens walked away when Nog-
gle didn’t answer, he soon returned to 
knock on the door a second time. Noggle 
sensed foul play and retrieved his pis-
tol. Noggle approached the door and told 
Givens that he was armed and that Giv-
ens should not try entering the house. 
Noggle told News5 Cleveland that he 
yelled to Givens, “You try to come in 
through this door, I’m gonna shoot you!” 
Givens questioned whether Noggle was 
truly armed and then forced his way into 
the house.

Noggle has had his share of health 
problems in the past, which included 
three strokes and two heart attacks, so he 
was concerned with his ability to fight 
Givens off: “I thought, ‘I’m an old guy. 
I got to face up to this. I’m just not going 
to be able, I don’t know if I can take 
this guy.’” Noggle’s concerns proved 
to be legitimate as the younger Givens 
allegedly punched Noggle and knocked 
him to the ground. But Noggle was able 
to get to his knees and get off a shot at 
Givens’ leg. Givens suffered an injury to 
his ankle and fled the scene. Authorities 
arrived and found Givens at his house, 
so they took him to the hospital for treat-
ment. Noggle didn’t suffer any serious 
injuries beyond some bruises from the 
scuffle. Givens was charged with assault 
and aggravated burglary after being re-
leased from the hospital, and is currently 
being held in the county jail. n

— paTricK Krey
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Failing Obamacare  
law keeps stumbling
Item: The Washington Times for October 
5 reported, “The White House insisted 
Tuesday that Obamacare is working just 
fine, pushing back against former Presi-
dent [Bill] Clinton’s assessment that the 
law has foisted a ‘crazy’ system onto the 
country that punishes the healthy with 
higher premiums.”
Item: The Washington Post reported 
on September 29, 2016 that the Obama 
administration “is maneuvering to pay 
health insurers billions of dollars the gov-
ernment owes under the Affordable Care 
Act [aka ObamaCare], through a move 
that could circumvent Congress and help 
shore up the president’s signature legisla-
tive achievement before he leaves office.”

The efforts of the administration, the 
Post maintained, “reflect the partisan 
thorns that still surround the sprawling 
law a half-dozen years after its passage. 
The payouts that officials want to salvage 
were part of an ACA strategy to help the 
marketplaces flourish early on. But Re-
publican opponents in Congress branded 
them an insurance industry ‘bailout’ and 
restricted the use of HHS funds.”

The monies are linked to a strategy that 
involved “risk corridors” that was em-
ployed to get the law passed, the paper 
noted. These “risk corridor payments are 
‘an obligation of the federal government,’ 
[Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Ser-
vices] acting administrator Andy Slavitt 
told a recent House hearing.”
CorreCtIon: The political and media 
backers of socialized healthcare have 
been grasping for whatever life preservers 
might come to hand in an attempt to keep 
ObamaCare afloat. It’s still sinking.

There has been considerable talk about 
Bill Clinton’s seeming gaffe when he used 
the word “crazy” about aspects of Obama-
Care. However, he notably did not blast it in 
totality, which is what candor would require. 
Indeed, the very same day Bill Clinton pub-
licly called it a “remarkable success.”

Mr. Clinton also offered his support to his 
wife’s rather undefined plan to “improve” 
ObamaCare. She has said, though not often 

and not with any details, that she favors al-
lowing Americans “55 or 50 and up” to buy 
into Medicare coverage voluntarily. “I’m … 
in favor of what’s called the public option, 
so that people can buy into Medicare at a 
certain age,” Hillary said in May.

You may recall that the particularly 
huge “entitlement” already has plenty of 
its own problems: Earlier this year, its 
trustees reported that Medicare is expect-
ed to go bankrupt sooner than expected, 
in about 12 years. It is really in worse 
shape than that. Medicare faces (using 
2015 statistics) unfunded liabilities that 
are around $48 trillion; should healthcare 
prices spike, those liabilities could top $88 
trillion, say analysts.

The Clintons, Bill and Hillary, as well 
as the White House and its sycophantic al-
lies in the mass media, are also trying to 
deflect blame elsewhere, including to the 
Republicans — though the Democrats truly 
own the legislation. As columnist David 
Harsanyi reminds us: “Not a single Repub-
lican voted for Obamacare. Most, in fact, 
cautioned that passing the largest health-
care reform in American history — written 
by one party, jammed through using recon-
ciliation, and haphazardly implemented — 
could be problematic as not only an ideo-
logical matter but a practical one.” No, it is 
not the GOP’s job to save the sinking law.

Enrollment is way down. As of mid-
year, the government statistics were less 
than half of what had been forecast by the 
Congressional Budget Office. Healthcare 
expert Sally Pipes of the Pacific Research 
Institute observed that the Obama admin-
istration was then in the midst of a cam-
paign to coax young Americans into sign-
ing on to the plan:

But celebrity endorsements, a cam-
paign targeting “young invincibles” 
with events at colleges, bars, and 
cafes, and thousands of outreach 
organizations have failed to attract 
enough young people in the past. 
Enrollment among 18- to 34-year-
olds accounted for just 28 percent of 
the total this year, unchanged from 
Obamacare’s first year — and far 
below the 40 percent administration 
officials said was needed to keep the 
exchanges stable.

There are more than a few defects in the 
fine print of ObamaCare. It’s an unholy 
mess. Kimberley Strassel in the Wall 
Street Journal in early October was on 
target when she wrote that ObamaCare “is 
cratering, destroying millions of pocket-
books in its wake.” States, she said, “are 
reporting premium increases of 60%, 70%, 
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Hillary’s healthcare: Though Hillary is a proponent of ObamaCare — which has failed to cover 
all Americans, has caused Americans to lose their doctors, and has driven up healthcare costs — 
she really wants total government control over healthcare, which is failing throughout the world.
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80%. Insurers, sagging under losses, are 
fleeing. Nearly a third of U.S. counties are 
now down to a single ObamaCare plan. 
Seventeen of 23 ObamaCare co-ops have 
imploded. Tennessee’s insurance commis-
sioner warns her state’s exchange market 
is ‘very near collapse.’”

The supporters of the healthcare law are 
“flailing,” and have become

incapable of defending it during this 
public death spiral. Ezekiel Emanuel, 
the physician who was one of the ar-
chitects of the law, was left stammer-
ing on Megyn Kelly’s Fox News show 
this week. Dr. Emanuel said that these 
premium increases are a one-time 
“correction.” He hilariously blamed 
Republicans for refusing to bail out 
the system. Bill Clinton, who is be-
coming ever more honest in his dot-
age, went on an extended riff about 
how his party’s health-care system 
was the “craziest thing in the world.”

Hillary Clinton has no such out, 
having fiercely embraced Obama-
Care. She owns it, every bit as much 
as the president, having pledged to 
“defend and expand” it. Only this 
week Mrs. Clinton’s campaign 
chairman, John Podesta, reiterated 

that she views the law as a “success” 
and plans to “build on it.”

Early in October, as seen in the Washing-
ton Post excerpt above, the White House 
appeared to have settled on its strategy to 
buy time for ObamaCare — by using tax 
dollars to bail out the big health insurance 
corporations. The White House was obvi-
ously more than willing to break the law if 
it would save the bacon for the program. A 
leak revealed that the administration was 
going to use a little-known account — the 
Judgment Fund — in the Treasury Depart-
ment to ride roughly over the express op-
position of the Congress.

It’s hard to sympathize with the insur-
ers. After all, they were happy to side with 
the feds when it seemed as if crony capital-
ism was going to benefit them. That said, 
when the central government makes critical 
healthcare decisions, individual Americans 
get hurt. Robert Pear of the New York Times 
has accurately characterized the nature of 
the structure created by ObamaCare, as 
well as what the next step might mean. The 
government, wrote Pear on October 2,

in effect, required consumers to buy 
their products and provided subsidies 
to help defray the cost, under an ar-

rangement that had few precedents in 
other industries.

A public option could take mar-
ket share from private insurers, so 
it is no surprise they would oppose 
it. But insurers say the public op-
tion would not hold down medical 
costs, which they describe as the 
main engine driving up premiums. 
Moreover, insurers say that the 
government would have an unfair 
advantage if it both regulates and 
competes with private plans.

The insurers who bought — or were bought 
by — the administration’s promises while 
the bill was being rammed through have 
been trying to get billions from “risk cor-
ridor” funding. Those corridors exist be-
cause Barack Obama, not to put too fine a 
point to it, lied. He repeatedly told Ameri-
cans that if they liked their own healthcare 
plans they could keep them even if the law 
was enacted. He knew that was untrue, but 
made the promises anyway.

The resultant millions of healthcare 
cancellations that ensued showed Ameri-
cans how much those pledges were worth.

Bureaucrats always have a backup so-
lution when their initial power grab fails 
— usually involving larger and more ex-
pensive government actions. Accordingly, 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services (CMS), part of the Department of 
Health and Human Services, came up with 
an idea.

As recounted by Christopher Jacobs for 
The Federalist, CMS essentially said that 
“it would ignore the law’s requirements, 
and allow people to keep their prior cover-
age — albeit temporarily.... CMS offered 
insurers a quid pro quo: If you let Ameri-
cans keep their existing plan a little lon-
ger — getting the administration out of the 
political controversy President Obama’s 
repeated falsehoods had caused — we’ll 
turn on the bailout taps on the back end to 
make you whole. You scratch my back…”

Give the Post credit for pointing out 
the administration’s intentions. While the 
paper didn’t put it this way, the White 
House was going to act directly against 
legislation that the president had signed 
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reboot or just boot? Though President Obama has admitted that ObamaCare has had some — 
minor — problems, healthcare insurers are bailing from the system, and state co-ops are failing 
altogether. The entire system seems caught in what has been called a “death spiral.”
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— paying off Big Insurance with taxpayer 
money. Congress stipulated, twice, that 
ObamaCare had to be enforced as it was 
passed, specifically directing that no tax 
monies would go for payments for “risk 
corridors.” Some folks remembered that 
under our Constitution, it is Congress that 
does the appropriating — notwithstand-
ing “executive orders” by the president to 
benefit his buddies. (This situation exem-
plifies “crony capitalism.”)

However, the Post coverage was not on 
target in other regards. Jeffrey Anderson hit 
two such aspects in the Weekly Standard:

First, it claims that the bailout money 
is merely what “the government 
owes” insurers and “what the insur-
ers are owed.” Second, it claims that 
the program in question “originally 
was not supposed to pay for itself,” 
until Republicans altered it. Each of 
these claims is false.

Obamacare’s “risk corridor” pro-
gram was designed to redistribute 
money in the Obamacare exchanges 
from health insurers who made money 
to those who lost money. Profitable 
insurers would pay in; unprofitable 
insurers would get paid out. With so 
many insurers losing money under 
Obamacare, however, the program 
was positioned to become a bailout, 
as there was no guarantee in Obam-
acare’s text that the money paid out 
wouldn’t exceed the money paid in.

As Anderson also noted, the dangers were 
revealed by Florida Republican Senator 
Marco Rubio in an op-ed in November 
of 2013. Rubio “highlighted that the risk-
corridor program was poised to become 
a taxpayer-funded bailout of insurers.” 
Then the Congressional Budget Office 
produced a rosy scenario projecting that 
the risk corridor program would be a net 
winner for the taxpayers. “Shortly there-
after, the Obama administration reassured 
the citizenry that the risk-corridor pro-
gram wouldn’t function as a bailout … but 
would instead be budget-neutral.”

The pending illegal bailout garnered 
additional attention and more criticism, 

as well it might. The scheme was sum-
marized well on September 30 by CNBC 
columnist Jake Novak:

The administration is clearly hop-
ing it will be able to get away with 
tapping into a Treasury Department 
fund to make up for a blocked Health 
and Human Services payoff that was 
meant to make up for a failed shared-
the-wealth risk-pool fund that was 
meant to make up for a shortfall in 
enrollees into a poorly planned and 
executed national health insurance 
plan. Got that?

Well, this particular solution also ran into 
trouble, thanks to a finding by the U.S. 
Government Accountability Office. The 
federal watchdog found, as reported by 
Peter Sunderman for Reason.com, that 
the administration’s “decision to funnel 
billions to insurers to help cover the ex-
pense of high-cost patients was illegal. 
It says something about the shabby state 
that ObamaCare’s exchanges are in that a 
senior administration official is touting an 
expensive, illegal payout to insurers as a 
solution to the program’s woes.”

It’s too early to predict what might 
happen next. But the Justice Department 
seemed to realize that the Congress wasn’t 

caving. Justice officials, as noted by The 
Hill, argued that the money was not owed 
to the “insurance companies, in part be-
cause Congress has ‘directly spoken’ 
about its intent to limit the use of federal 
dollars into the program.... One Repub-
lican lawmaker who was briefed on the 
case, Representative Morgan Griffith (R-
Va.), said about the case [that it] ‘sounds 
like DOJ is agreeing with us.’”

Since ObamaCare became law, the ad-
ministration has made more than three 
dozen administrative changes in it. Even 
in the last few months of the Obama ten-
ure, there could be more changes.

In the legislative branch, the Senate 
Republican Policy Committee, chaired by 
Wyoming Senator John Barrasso, a long-
time orthopedic surgeon who has served 
as president of the Wyoming Medical So-
ciety and has been named Wyoming physi-
cian of the year, observed in the midst of 
the risk corridor squabbling that the law’s 
“burdensome mandates were guaranteed 
to hurt consumers and taxpayers. Now 
they are also hurting insurers that expected 
to profit from the law.”

The law, said one committee paper, “has 
entered what insurers most dread — a death 
spiral — and taxpayers should not have to 
pay more to prolong this process.” n

— WiLLiaM p. hoar

43www.TheNewAmerican.com

Reason.com
www.TheNewAmerican.com


Expressing nostalgia 
for the days when just 
three establishment-

controlled propaganda or-
gans dominated the public 
narrative, President Obama 
lashed out at what he called 
the “wild, wild west” media 
landscape that allows non-es-
tablishment voices and view-
points to be heard. Claiming 
that “censorship” would not 
be the answer, Obama called 
for Americans to submit to 
a vaguely defined (presum-
ably government-run) “cu-
rating function” that would 
help “discard” unapproved 
information. Critics, though, 
warned that an increasingly desperate establishment was plot-
ting all-out war on freedom of the press and the free Internet.

Speaking at an innovation conference in Pittsburgh on Oc-
tober 13, Obama called for what analysts said sounded like a 
government crackdown on free speech and online freedom. “We 
are going to have to rebuild within this wild-wild-west-of-in-
formation flow some sort of curating function that people agree 
to,” he argued, expressing concerns about “conspiracy theorists” 
and skeptics of the man-made global-warming theory having a 
platform. Other senior Obama officials, including former “regu-
latory czar” Cass Sunstein, have even proposed a government 
“ban” on conspiracy theorizing.

Praising the days when just three TV channels dominated 
the news and people still “generally” trusted their propaganda, 
Obama, implying Americans are too dumb to sort truth from lies 
without government help, said something had to be done about 
the free flow of information. “There has to be, I think, some sort 
of way in which we can sort through information that passes 
some basic truthiness tests and those that we have to discard, 
because they just don’t have any basis in anything that’s actually 
happening in the world,” Obama claimed. Apparently he was 
not referring to the establishment media-created alternate reality 
that is increasingly falling on deaf ears.

While short on details and how his scheming would square 
with the Constitution’s First Amendment, Obama’s comments 
sounded suspiciously totalitarian. “That is hard to do, but I think 
it’s going to be necessary, it’s going to be possible,” he said at 
the summit, without giving details on just how it would be done, 
much less how it would be done constitutionally. “The answer is 
obviously not censorship, but it’s creating places where people 
can say ‘this is reliable’ and I’m still able to argue safely about 
facts and what we should do about it.”

The establishment has good reason to be concerned — or 

perhaps even panicked. What 
was left of the increasingly 
left-wing “mainstream” me-
dia’s credibility is in tatters. 
Just six percent of Americans 
said they really trust the es-
tablishment press, according 
to a study by the Media In-
sight Project, a partnership of 
the Associated Press-NORC 
Center for Public Affairs 
Research and the American 
Press Institute. Another poll 
released in September by 
Pew Research found that 
almost two-thirds of Ameri-
cans doubt the veracity and 
neutrality of information 
coming from the establish-

ment’s once-powerful propaganda organs.
Even social-media services such as Facebook and Twitter, 

along with search engine giant Google, have been exposed as 
dishonest tools of the establishment working to propagandize, 
manipulate, and even illegally spy on Americans. In mid-Oc-
tober, Facebook was caught in leaked e-mails handing crucial 
data to the Clinton campaign to aid in her election. Before that, 
it was caught promoting leftist sources and censoring alterna-
tive and conservative views in its “trending” section. Google 
was also caught manipulating search results to protect Clinton. 
Twitter, meanwhile, continues to censor conservatives, most re-
cently blocking Project Veritas’ James O’Keefe as he prepared 
to release video proving Democrat plots to steal the election.

At the same time, alternative media outlets are surging, with 
the influence and readership of non-establishment sources ex-
ploding in recent years. Indeed, many “alternative” outlets op-
posed to the establishment’s misleading and often totally false 
narratives — conservative, libertarian, nationalist, anti-global-
ist, real liberal, and more — now have readership numbers that 
dwarf many leading establishment propaganda organs. And with 
the proliferation of media sources in the form of blogs, websites, 
magazines, YouTube channels, and more, the establishment nar-
rative has imploded like never before in recent history.

Americans should do what they can to educate themselves 
and educate others, while supporting alternative sources of 
truthful information. It is crucial to resist Obama’s assaults on 
“wild west” press freedom. As the small number of Americans 
who still trust the media wake up, they too will need alterna-
tive media outlets dedicated to liberty and truth. Everybody can 
contribute by sharing articles and supporting outlets such as The 
neW aMerican magazine and many others that tell the truth and 
expose the establishment’s lies and deception. Now is the time 
to push ahead. n

Obama Announces War on Free press
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JBS and TNA Royal Twist Nickel Pens
Help promote the organization and the news magazine 
by purchasing these in bulk and distributing them to 
like-minded Americans. Made in the USA! (1/$1.95ea; 
2-4/$1.25ea; 5+/$1.00ea) JBS: PEnJBS14; tnA: PEntnA14

TNA Travel Mug
This travel mug is a great conversation starter 
and a stylish way to drink your coffee. Stainless 
steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$10.95ea) MugttnA

SYLP Travel Mug
Spread the word and show your support for the 
SYLP campaign with this travel mug. Stainless 
steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$10.95ea) MugtSYlP

SYLP Wristband
Great item to hand out at events and get younger generations 
interested in SYLP! Silicon, made in the USA! (1/$1.25ea; 
2-4/$1.00ea; 5+/$.075ea) WRStBSYlP

SYLP Magnetic Notepad
This handy notepad features a magnetic back 
with “Important Numbers” so that even after 
the paper is gone, you can show your support 
for SYLP and have a quick-find resource for 
your employees or family members.  Made 
in the USA! (1-4/$2.95ea; 5-9/$2.25ea; 
10-24/$1.95ea; 25+/$1.75ea) MAgnPSYlP

TNA 30th Anniversary  
Oval Bumper Sticker
Show your support and pride for The New 
AmericAN with this eye-catching bum-
per sticker. Great as a gift or give-away at 
events! Made in the USA! (1-9/$1.25ea; 
10-24/$1.00ea; 25+/$.075ea) BStnA30

We the People Lapel Pin
Make your allegiance known by wearing this pin on 
your suit jacket, tie, vest, or hat. Makes for a great inex-
pensive giveaway during outreach activities. Made in 
the USA! (1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.95ea) JPInWtP

JBS Eagle Lapel Pin
Start a conversation by wearing this pin to aid in your 
recruiting efforts. It’s a great product for chapter leaders to 
use as a welcome gift to new members. Made in the USA! 
(1/$4.95ea; 2-4/$3.95ea; 5-9/$3.00ea; 10+/$2.50ea) JPInJBSE

Historical Art Prints (Set of Five) 
Includes three documents (Declaration of 
Independence, Bill of Rights, and Constitution) 
and two paintings, plus a “free” Call to Arms 
print. ($34.95) HISPRIntS

TNA Mug 
($11.95) 
MugtnA

MERRY
with these gifts!

SayChristmas

Go to ShopJBS.org 
to order these and 
other gift ideas!

2017 JBS Calendar
Plan your activism activities with this new JBS monthly 
calendar. It includes available start and end dates for 
state legislatures and valuable coupon codes exclusive 
to calendar buyers for ShopJBS.org! Made in the USA! 
(2016, 1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.00ea) cAlJBS17
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PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements


